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PREFACE

The J-50 Report is one of the most complicated entitlement reports
that any state agency requires. The report provides information
for funding and monitoring special education services and
operations throughout California and for making special education
funding allocations more equitable. Because of the need for
accurate information, this manual has been developed to assist
local educational agency (LEA) and special education local plan
area (SELPA) officials in completing the Report.

By cosponsoring the development of this manual and accompanying
workshops, the California Department of Education (CDE) and the
California Association of School Business Officials (CASBO) seek
to ensure that the data gathered from the J-50 Repor L*. will be
complete and accurate.

CASBO and the CDE selected KPMG Peat Marwick to develop this manual
and to conduct workshops to explain special education funding. In
addition, Peat Marwick arranged with several school business and
special education program professionals to assist in the
development and review of the manual. The members of the project
team which prepared this manual are:

Vicki Barber, Assistant Superintendent, Business
Services and SELPA Director, Office of the El
Dorado County Superintendent of Schools;

David V. Gross, Budget and Administrative Services
Supervisor for San Diego City Unified School
District;

Frances L. Heim, Assistant Superintendent of
Business Services, Office of the Amador County
Superintendent of Schools;

Jeff Myers, Consultant, peat Marwick;

Robert T. O'Neill, Principal, Peat Marwick;

Sally Spaeth, Fiscal/Management Information Systems
Manager, West Orange County Consortium for Special
Education (WOCCSE); and

Daniel F. Warden, Administrator of Business
Services, Alta Loma Elementary School District.



After the manual was drafted by the project teat, it was reviewed
for technical accuracy by Patricia Boncella and Massa Kelley of
the Special Education Fiscal Services Unit in the Department's
Local Assistance Bureau. We wish to thank Ms. Boncella and Ms.
Kelley, Manager of the Special Education Fiscal Services Unit, for
their critiques. We are especially appreciative for the examples
and expanded explanations contributed by Ms. Kelley, who is
recognized inside and outside CDE as an extremely knowledgeable and
reliable resource for special education financial information.

The Department is grateful for the assistance of David L. Hurlbut,
Assistant Superintendent for Business Services, Office of the
Stanislaus County Superintendent of Schools, and then vice chair
of CASBO's Professional Development Committee, for directing
CASBO's activities during development of the manual and the
associated workshops.

Our appreciation goes also to the following contributors for their
efforts in producing this manual:

Mary R. Foley, Administrative Assistant, Special
Education, Office of the Los Angeles County
Superintendent of Schools;

Harold Lackey, Administrator, Special Education
Services, Office of the Kern County Superintendent
of Schools;

Jack Lucas, Administrative Assistant, SELPA
Regional Coordinator, Fair Valley/SELPA, Office of
the Los Angeles County Superintendent of Schools;

Bonnie Plummer, Director, Instructional Support
Services, Office of the Solano County
Superintendent of Schools; and

Mary Chenier of the Department's Office of
Financial Management Practices and Standards who
served as project manager.

ROBERT W. AGEE
Deputy Superintendent
for Field Services

vi

PATRICK KEEGAN
Director

Fiscal Oversight and Management
Assistance Division

STUART GREENFELD
Manager
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I. INTRODucTIoN

Chapter I describes the purpose of the manual and the intended
users; outlines the format; and makes suggestions on how best to
use the manual.

20221M_QX.MIA_MANiak

The purpose of this manual is to help the reader develop:

A base of knowledge regarding special education funding
in California;

Familiarity with the components of special education
funding and the structures and methods through which
special education funds are distributed;

An understanding of which data are needed to complete
the J-50 and a familiarity with sources for those data;

Familiarity with correctly completed J-50 reports;

Practice completing J-50 reports;

Knowledge of common errors made during completion of the
J-50 and of methods for reviewing completed J-50s to
discover and eliminate such errors;

Ability to ensure that an educational agency receives
all the special education funds to which it is entitled;

Ability to use the J-50 Report as a management tool; and

Familiarity with the relationship between the J-50 and
other state forms, including the J-380 and the 3-580.

XIMEEDIMLIMMA_QE_IHIS MANUAL

This manual is designed primarily for business office staff and
special education program office staff who are directly responsible
for completion of the J-50 Report. It will also be found useful
by business, program, and SELPA administrators and budget officers
who supervise and review 3-50 preparation and/or allocations.

FORMAT OP THIS MANUAL AND HOW TO USE THE MANUAL

This manual is divided into seven chapters and four appendices.
This first chapter is an introduction. Chapter II provides a
general background of California special education funding over the
past 15 years. This information should be useful in understanding
the evolution of the current special education funding mechanism
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and the development of the J-50 Report. Chapter III describes the
regional governance of special education programs and funding
through SELPAs. Chapters II and III will be useful as a
preparation for persons who are not familiar with California
special education finance. Readers already familiar with the
topics covered in these chapters may wish to review these materials
briefly and move on to the next chapters.

Chapter IV discusses the components of service on which special
education funding is currently based and describes the methods and
structure of the funding allocation. Chapter V presents a flow
chart for gathering data and completing the various parts of the
J-50 Report, a list of the data required to complete the J-50, and
sources for that data. The list describes each data item and
presen/*s complete example data for an imaginary district and SELPA,
Delta unified School District, a member of the White Cloud SELPA.
The reader may use the example data and a set of 1st period J-50
forms to practice completing the J-50. Persons completing J-50
forms or reviewing completed forms may wish to review Chapters IV
and V each time they begin to complete a set of forms (i.e., before
the first principal apportionment and again before the second
principal apportionment each year).

Chapter VI discusses each of the individual forms which make up
the J-50 Report, and provides a description of the following:

Each form's purpose;

The data required for each form;

An example of a correctly completed form; common errors
and methods for identifying such errors; and

General techniques for reviewing the forms.

Persons completing J-50 forms or reviewing completed forms may wish
to use Chapter VI as a guide as they work through their own J-50
forms.

Readers who have completed a practice J-50 Report using example
data from Chapter V can review and correct their work by comparing
it with completed forms for Delta District included in Chapter VI.

Chapter VII discusses methods which can be used to ensure that a
sELPA or LEA receives the funds for which it is eligible. Persons
completing J-50 forms or reviewing completed forms may wish to
review Chapter VII after completing or after reviewing the J-501
but before submitting the Report. The chapter may indicate
potential areas where the local educational agency or SELPA has not
claimed funds for which it is eligible, and these areas may not be
clear until after the forms have been completed.

Finally, the appendices to this manual include a glossary of
acronyms and blank versions of several data collection worksheets
used in the manual.

1-2
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XI. BACKGROUND OP SPECIAL EDUCATION PUNDING*

Special education funding in California, particularly since full
implementation of the Special Education Master Plan (Master Plan)
in fiscal year 1980-81, has had an active and turbulent history.
In many cases, efforts to eliminate identified problems have
created new problems. However, the following historical review
reveals a system which has made steady movement toward stability:
one whose strengths and weaknesses are currently more clearly
apparent and defined than at any time in the past. This chapter
provides a background discussion of special education funding
before the Master Plan; of the effects of the Master Plan; and of
changes since the Master Plan.

PRE-MASTER PLAN

Prior to the development of the Master Plan in 1974, state funding
for California's categorical special education programs was based
either on an amount per class or, for programs such as remedial
speech and driver training, on an amount per unit of average daily
attenaance. At the discretion of local school districts and county
boards of education, taxes could be levied to supplement the state
allowances for some of the categorical programs.

In 1974, the Legislature authorized the implementation of the
California Master Plan for Special Education in ten pilot regions.
Funding was to be based on unit amounts for special clasbe and
resource specialist programs; per-hour-of-service amounts for
designated instruction and services; and per pupil amounts for

program specialists and identification. However, funds
appropriated were insufficient and, therefore, the California
Department of Education negotiated budgets with the six agencies
that were piloting implementation of the Master Plan.

In 1977, the Legislature adopted a five-year phase-in plan and gave
the authority for a county tax levy to support the Master Plan.
In 19780 the passage of Proposition 13 eliminated this
authorization, as well as all other local taxing capability for
special education categorical programs. Funding for those agencies
implementing the Master Plan was changed from the unit-based
approach to a per pupil basis.

This history section has been adapted from the SpeciAl
Education Fiscal Task Force Report, which was prepared under
the direction of Jack Kennedy, Administrator, Local Assistance
Bureau for School Apportionments, Grants and Fiscal
Assistance, California Department of Educati,.n. The Special
Education Fiscal Task Force which wrote that report adapted
this material from the California State Advisory Commission
on Special Education's SunsetliReor_p_t on the_Snecial
Educat'on Pro ram, Appendix A: "History and Explanation of
Special Education Funding," (1986).



$AOTER PLAN

State funding for special education under the Master Plan is
determined through a complex statutory formula. The formula was
designed to account for differences among local educational
agencies (LEAs) in costs and the needs of students they serve. The
Master Plan included a regional delivery system which established
special education local plan areas (SELPAs). To begin with,
starting in fiscal year 1980-81, it was intended that each SELPA
could receive state special education funding for a maximum of ten
percent of its total K-12 enrollment. Nonpublic school (NPS)
enrollment is included in this cap. SELPAs are further limited to
no more than 2.8 percent of their students in special day classes
(SDCs), 4.0 percent in resource specialist programs (RSPs), and 4.2
percent in designated instruction and services (DIS), unless
waivers are approved by the California Department of Education.
The SELPA divides the number of calculated students in each
instructional setting by a figure that can be viewed as an overall
student-teacher ratio: 10 for SDCs, 24 for RSPs and 24 for DIS.
This determines the number of funded units (classes) in each
instructional setting to which the SELPA is entitled. Since fiscal
year 1980-81, this formula has been modified.

The state funding mechanisms for the special education program are
based on historical costs. The amount of funds each LEA receives
for its allowable instructional units is based on reported fiscal
year 1979-80 personnel costs for each type of instructional setting
and for aides. Those costs, adjusted for inflation allowances,
determine each LEA's entitlement for direct instructional services.

LEAs also are entitled to funding for slvport services. The amount
of funds to which each LEA is entitled is determined by the ratio
of the LEA's fiscal year 1979-80 support costs to its fiscal year
1979-80 instructional personnel costs, as adjusted by SB 769
(Chapter 1094/1981) which reduced ratios that were above the
statewide average. This support service ratio (SSR) is multiplied
by an LEA's entitlement for instructional personnel to determine
the LEA's support services entitlement.

The sum total of these entitlements is funded from several sources:
State special education apportionments, revenue limit funding for
students enrolled in special day classes, federal funds (P.L. 94-
142), local property taxes and the local general fund contribution
(LGFC). Under the formula, state special education apportionments
are a residual. It is this residual figure that is the basis for
the Budget Act appropriation for special education.

While the Master Plan for Special Education was greeted with
enthusiasm by program providers and advocates in fiscal year 1980-
81, it quickly became an anathema for business offices due to the
huge deficit in the state appropriation in fiscal year 1980-81.
It has been suggested that perhaps the state tried to do too much
at once. Prior to the implementation of the Master Plan,
approximately one-third of the LEAs in California were operating
under a pilot program of the Master Plan in fiscal year 1979-80.

II-2
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Senate Bill 1870 (Chapter 797/1980) not only required that the
remaining two-thirds of the state convert to the new Master Plan,
but also enacted a major vevision of the funding formula beginning
in fiscal year 1980-81. The impact of this funding charm:, was not
tested on a pilot basis, and the initial state appropri_ion was
$123 million less than statewide entitlements under the new
formula. Even after the Legislature made a supplemental
appropriation of $30 million, the fiscal year 1980-81 special
education deficit was still more than $93 million (12.49 percent
short of the total needed to fully fund the new formula).

CHANGES SINCE MASTER PLAN IMPLEMENTATION

This section discusses changes in special education entitlements
and mandate3 since implementation of the Master Plan in fiscal year
1980-81, and the restraints on, and effects of, enrollment growth
since fisQal year 1980-81.

Entitlement Reductions

In fiscal year 1981-82, the deficit for special education would
have grown to an estimated level of $150 million to $175 million
due to inflation increases and growth in instructional units. In
order to reduce the deficit and control future cost increases, the
Legislature enacted SB 769 (Chapter 1094/1981) wilich again modified

4111

the funding formula. For the most part, the reduction in the
deficit was accomplished by reducing entitlements without making
corresponding reductions in mandates.

The following is a list of significant financial provisions of SB
769 along with an analysis of the impact and implications of these
provisions.

12ipisant_goak jcz2igglijrs.-
SB 1870 had specified that the special education cost of living
adjustments (COLA) would be 9 percent in fiscal year 1980-81. And
then, beginning in fiscal .year 1981-82, would be the same
percentage increase as for the average base revenue limit for
unified school districts with over 1,500 units of ADA. SB 769
reduced the special education COLA to 5 percent in 1981-82.

The 9 percent increase in fiscal year 1980-81 was slightly generous
in that the average unified district with over 1,500 ADA received
an 8.5 percent increase in its base revenue limit in that year.
However, the average unified district with over 1,500 ADA received
a 7.9 percent increase in fiscal year 1981-82 or 2.9 percentage
points more than the 5 percent COLA for special education. Netting
out the 0.5 percent benefit in fiscal year 1980-81 and the 2.9
percent shortfall in fiscal year 1981-82 means that special
education was under-funded, as compared to revenue limit funding,
by 2.4 percent in fiscal year 1981-82. Since the COLA is applied
to the instluctional unit rates, this means that this 2.4 percent
loss was permanent, not a one-time reduction.

1.1-3



Olovarely and Non-savaraly Han4imipood Programs

One of the benefits of the Master Plan for Special Education as
enacted by SB 1870 was that special education funding did not
depend in any way on the classification of the pupil by handicap.
SB 769 partially returned to labeling pupils by classifying certain
categories of children as severely handicapped, with the balance
being labeled non-severely handicapped. This distinction was then
used to make major reductions in the entitlements for non-severely
handicapped programs and lesser reductions for severely handicapped
programs, as discussed below.

15 Percent Reduction of Instructional Aides in Non!!Severelv
KiligicAPPIAILEEPSUMA

SB 769 reduced the entitlement for instructional aides serving non-
severely handicapped programs to 85 percent of the entitlement for
aides serving severely handicapped programs. Most LEAs made
corresponding reductions in the number of hours of service for
aides in the non-severely handicapped programs. Typically, this
meant that, whereas an aide for the severely handicapped program
served six hours, an aide for the non-severely handicapped program
served 5.1 hours. The 15 percent reduction in the aide entitlement
also resulted in a 15 percent reduction in support service revenues
for the aide rate. This reduction was restored over a two-year
period beginning in fiscal year 1986-87, with full restoration
completed by fiscal year 1987-88.

Reca tura of F sca ear 980 ye C

SB 769 recaptured any unspent 1980-81 special education revenues.
That is, if any LEA spent less on special education programs in
fiscal year 1980-81 than their special education apportionment, the
excess revenue vas used to reduce their state aid for special
education in fiscal]. year 1981-82. This action served to reduce the
deficit in fiscal year 1981-82.

Support at to
Exceed4ng 4 Percent

A

SB 769 requi,-ed a recomputation of the support service ratio to
exclude indirect costs in the 1979-80 base fiscal year in excess
of 4 percent of the sum of direct costs and direct support costs.
The computed local general fund contribution for the base year was
also reduced by the dollar amount of any indirect costs in excess
of 4 percent in fiscal year 1979-80. In this manner, the reduction
to support entitlements for school districts was offset by a

corresponding reduction in the local general fund contribution.
However, since county offices of education do not have local
general fund contributions, there was no offset for them on the
revenue side of this reduction in entitlements.

11-4 1



Support Service Ratio "Saueeze"

Following the recalculation of the support service ratio, SB 769
implemented a "squeeze" of that ratio. Under this reduction, a
cap was placed on support services ratios which limited them to
150 percent of the statewide average support service ratio. Thus,
LEAs which had a support service ratio greater than 150 percent of
the unweighted statewide average support service ratic had their
support service ratio for severely handicapped programs reduced to
that level. For non-severely handicapped programs, a support
service ratio squeeze was phased in over three years. Any LEA that
had a support service ratio greater than 100 percent of the
unweighted statewide average support service ratio had that ratio
reduced by 10 percentage points each year until it was at the
statewide average. The one exception to this rule was that if a
provider had a base year support service ratio in excess of 150
percent of the statewide average, their ratio was first reduced to
the 150 percent level in fiscal year 1981-82 and then reduced by
up to 10 percentage points per year until it was squeezed to an
amount equal to 115 percent of that statewide average.

The changes described above reduce special education entitlements
significantly, with the estimated on-going impact of this single
change in law being approximately $70 million per year.

Part of the argument in favor of making this reduction was the
allegation that LEAs overstated support costs in the 1979-80 base
fiscal year. However, local general fund contributions, which
would also have been overstated, were never reduced
correspondingly. This has led some advocates to argue that the
Legislature made an arbitrary determination that support servicP
ratios should be no higher than the levels specified in SB 769.

County offices of education typically operate a higher level of
severely handicapped programs than do school districts. Thus, the
average support service ratio for county offices of education was
significantly higher than the average support service ratio for
school districts. Nevertheless, SB 769 reduced the support serv4.ce
ratios for county offices of education based on the statewide
average support service ratio of both school districts and county
offices of education.

40 Percent Reduction in Non-severq_KKMAALYARIX_21gSXALIA

SB 769 reduced extended year entitlements for non-severely
handicapped programs to 60 percent of the level for severely
handicapped extended year programs. Furthermore, the support
service ratio for non-severely handicapped extended year programs
was reduced to 50 percent of the usual support service ratio for
non-severely handicapped programs.

For the severely handicapped extended year program, the only
reduction in entitlement was that the support service entitlement
is calculated by using the support service ratio for non-severely
handicapped programs.

11-5



This differential in funding results in severely handicapped
extended year programs receiging approximately twice the funding
level--through a combination of instructional entitlement and
support entitlement--of non-severely handicapped extended year
programs. As a result, many providers are not fully reimbursed
for the cost of non-seierely handicapped extended year programs.
This is especially problematic with regard to aides for the
extended year program. Whereas the aide rate for the regular
program reflects the cost of an aide's salary and benefits, it is
simply not possible to hire an aide for the extended year program
at 60 percent of the regular year aide funding level. As a result,
non-severely handicapped extended year programs do not generate as
much entitlement as do extended year programs for the severely
handicapped. Similarly, when non-severe extended year programs are
operated, aides for those programs generate less than the usual
funding amount.

Growth Limits

Under the Master Plan, in fiscal year 1980-81 any SELPA could add
instructional units up to a computational level corresponding to
10 percent of the SELPA's K-12 enrollment. However, SB 769
established very strict growth criteria which significantly
curtailed growth in instructional units in fiscal year 1981-82.
This point is discussed in more detail below in the section
entitled "Growth one Freeze."

Unused Aides

When a special education provider does not use the number of
instructional aides corresponding to its computed entitlement, SB
769 requires a reduction in the entitlement by the amount of aides
not used. As a result, a special education provider with unused
aides not only loses the aide rate for any unused aides but also
the support entitlement on those unused aides.

jialf lupport Ratio for New DIS Units. Units Added at P-2

SB 769 provided that the support service ratio for any designated
instruction and service (DIS) unit added over the fiscal year 1980-
81 level and for any instructional units in any setting added
during the spring term is only one-half of the usual support
service ratio. Because a new DIS unit would receive only one-half
of the usual support entitlement (whereas a new Special Day Class
or Resources Specialists Unit would receive a full support
entitlement), the formula provides a disincentive to add new units
serving pupils in the least restrictive environment. In actual
practice, this requirement has had no fiscal effect to date as it
pertains to new DIS units because DIS units have remained below the
fiscal year 1980-81 level. The Governor's 1990-91 Budget provides
full support for DIS units in excess of the 1980-81 level of DIS
units operated.

1
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Transfer at No State Cost

SB 769 requires that any transfers of instructional programs be
made only when there is no increase in cost to the state.

Reductign8_in_paguem_fimiglistiRegiona1ise4 Services
Funding

SB 769 reduced the entitlement for program specialists from $63
per pupil (i.e., per individual with exceptional needs) in fiscal
year 1980-81 to $44 per pupil in fiscal year 1981-82. Similarly,
SB 769 reduced the entitlement for regionalized services from $30
per pupil in fiscal year 1980-81 to $25 per pupil in fiscal year
1981-82. For program specialists, SB 769 reduced the mandated
ratio from 1:560 to only 1:850 pupils. However, there was no
change in the requirements to provide regionalized services.

Mandate Reduction

In response to requests for reductions in mandates, the Legislature
enacted SA 1345 (Chapter 1201/1982). The following summarizes the
mandates which were eliminated or modified by SB 1345.

RSP and Da Caseload Limit

Under prior law, the caseload for the resource specialist program
could not exceed an average of 24 for a local plan area, nor could
any individual caseload exceed 28. SB 1324 repealed the maximum
SELPA-wide average caseload, but retained the maximum individual
caseload of 28. At the same time that SB 1345 relaxed the caseload
limits for the resource specialist program, it implemented new
limits for DIS programs by specifying that the SELPA average
caseload for speech, language and hearing specialist cannot exceed
55. SB 1345 did, however, provide an exception to these DIS
caseload limits when a Mgher average caseload was specified in a
local plan, along with the reasons why that higher caseload is
necessary.

Program Specialist Mandate Repealed

SB 1345 repealed the mandate for program specialist, but continued
the state funding at the rate of $44 per pupil. If that amount is
not spent on program specialists, S8 1345 allowed those funds to
be for either regionalized services or unfunded instructional
units.

DIS Mandate

SB 1345 attempted to reduce the mandate to provide designated
instruction and services by only permitting their use after the
resources of regular and special day classes had been exhausted.
Even though SB 1345 deleted the list of service options, it did not
reduce the requirement to provide designated instruction and
services. In fact, state law was amended in 1983 by AB 1892
(Chapter 1099/1983) which restored to the Education Code a list of
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services which had been deleted by SB 1345, and added two new DIE
categories: reoreation services and speuialized services for low-
incidence disabilities (e.g., readers, transcribers and vision and
hearing services).

Special Transportation

SB 1345 clarified which types of pupils were eligible for special
transportation.

Miscellaneous Mandates

SB 1345 ,lso made numerous changes in mandates for assessments and
individualized education programs, as well as several changes
concerning personnel rights. While these changes did serve to
reduce state mandates in these areas, they had no significant
financial implications.

Growth and Freeze

Growth Limits in 1981-82

In fiscal year 1980-81, as noted above, each SELPA was allowed to
add instructional personnel service (IPS) units up to the level
corresponding to 10 percent of the SELPA's estimated K-12
enrollment in the current year. In fiscal year 1981-82, under the
provisions of SB 769, each SELPA had to meet stringent requirements
consisting of a double test--high caseload in the prior year, as
well as additional students above the level served in the prior
year--in order to be funded for growth units. Even for those
SELPAs which met these tests, the maximum growth allowed was only
half the distance between the level of IPS units that the SELPA
had in fiscal year 1980-81 and the fiscal year 1981-82 level
corresponding to the 10 percent cap. SELPAs qualifying under the
sparsity definition were not subject to these provisions (see
Chapter IV). As a result of these stringent provisions, there was
very little growth in instructional units in fiscal year 1981-82.

The Freeze

In fiscal year 1982-83, due to the state's fiscal crisis, no growth
at all was allowed in instructional units, with one exception. The
exception was the provision that a SELPA would receive state
funding for additional units over the level operated in the prior
year if the units were to serve pupils previously served in non-
public schools, and if there was no net cost to the state. Under
the provisions of the freeze, a SELPA with declining enrollment did
not have to relinquish any units.

In fiscal year 1983-84, the state was no longer suffering from its
financial crisis; indeed, that was the year of SB 813 (Chapter
498/1983). Nevertheless, the freeze on growth was extended another
year.
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The freeze created real hardships for those SELPAs experiencing
rapid enrollment growth but actually benefited those with
significant declining enrollment. Under the original statutory
formula, a SELPA could be funded for instructional units net to
exceed 10 percent of its K-12 enrollment. In cases where a SELPA
had units in one year exactly at the 10 percent cap and then
experienced declining enrollment in the following year, the SELPA
would be funded for fewer units. Under the freeze, however, such
a SELPA ,/as not required to relinquish any units.

Recapturp of "Underutilized" Units

After two years of the application of the freeze, there was concern
that some SELPAs had more units than they needed while others had
far too few units. In order to correct this situation, SB 1379
(Chapter 268/1984) imposed the requirement that SELPAs maintain
minimum average caseluads of at least 9 in special day classes, 21
in resource specialist programs and 2C (based on the unduplicated
count) in DIS units. In this way, the state could identify
"underutilized" units and, by recapturing them, make them available
to SELPAs with high need. A second test was provided in fiscal
year 1985-86 to allow a SELPA subject to recapture under the first
test to retain DIS units if it had an average duplicated DIS count
caseload of at least 39 pupils in its DIS programs.

State law does provide for waivers of these minimum caseload
provisions for SELPAs which meet specific standards of sparsity or
have a high percentage of their pupils residing in licensed
children's institutions, foster family homes or other similar
residential facilities. In addition, because of the statutory
provisions regarding lay-off notices, there is a one year lag
between the time that a SELPA is notified that its caseloads are
below the minimum standards and the time that the SELPA must
actually release instructional units.

Despite the conjecture on the part of some that a large number of
"underutilized" instructional units existed, the number of units
that have been recaptured has been relatively small, probably
because of the growth freeze. Based on fiscal year 1983-84
caseload data (caseload is determined by April 1 pupil count), 3.11
IPS units were recaptured in fiscal year 1984-85 and 36.54 units
were recaptured in fiscal year 1985-86. Based on fiscal year 1985-
86 caseload data, only 4.63 additional units were recaptured in
fiscal year 1986-87. In fiscal year 1987-88, 4.56 units were
recaptured and in 1988-89, no units were recaptured, since all of
the subject units were in SELPAs that could retain them based on
sparsity and/or LCI-impaction waiver approval. 1989-90 saw only
4.14 units recaptured, and no units are scheduled for recapture in

1990-91. All recaptured units are reallocated as additional growth
units above and beyond the number of growth units from specific
appropriations for growth. It is important to note that a one-
year extension is granted prior to a recapture in order to allow
SELPAs to prepare for the reduction.
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Exhibit 11.1

HISTORICAL GROWTH SUMMARY,
1984-85 THROUGH 1989-90

(1) (2)

LCI mid-yr.

imp. units

converted

(3)

Cost of

LCI units

(4)

Recapture

units

(5)

Cost of

recapture

units

(6)

Net

approp.

(1-3+5)

(7)

Growth

demand

(0)

Unfunded

balance

(7-6)

(9)

Actual growth

cote.

program

proration
factor

(10)

Approx.

% funded

(6/7)

1984/85

Budget Act 10,000,000 N/A N/A 3.11 222,741 10,222,741 17,014,087 6,791,346 60

1985/86

Budget Act

S8 6'6--Seymour

10,000,000 14.00 597,684 36.54 Prorated

units
9,402,316 39,349,927 29,947,611 0.23890 24

Mid-yr. retro.

active 5 000 000

15,000,000 14,402,316 39,349,927 24,947,611 0.35680 37

1986/87

Budget Act 24,100,000 24.23 1,341,763 4.63 248,240 23,006,477 52,373,823 29,367,346 0.43927 44

1987/88

Budg(t Act 44,885,000 22.14 1,236,445 4.56 215,423 43,863,978 70,045,347 26,181,369 0.62622 63

1988/89

Budget Act 64,200,000 0 0 0 0 64,200,000 69,141,164 4,941,164 0.92800 93

1989/90

Budget Act 14,500,000

AB 198--O'Connell 10,000,000

AB 1087--Nughes 8 000 000

32,500,000 13.85 1,042,683 4.14 290,885 31,748,202 69,860,006 38,111,804 0.45832 45

AB 198 - O'Connell

Budget Act -

Very Sparse

SELPAs 500 000 500,000 500,0n0 N/A N/A N/A

33,000,000
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III. SPECIAL EDUCATION GOVERNANCE: TEE BUPA*

This chapter describes the SELPA mission, size and scope, and
regionalized services.

SELPA HISSION

SELPAs were established to implement state and federal mandates for
improved services to handicapped students. A major concept of both
P.L. 94-142 and the California Master Plan for Special Education
was that handicapped students should be educated in the least
restrictive environment (LRE) in which they, and their classmates,
could be successful, and that every special education child had the
right to a free, appropriate public education.

Because this was a relatively new concept until the early 1970s,
a plan was needed to overcome long-standing prejudices and
practices in education. With re,Jognition that this was basically
a civil rights issue, many states acknowledged their responsibili-
ties by setting up regional structures to ensure appropriate
implementation. In California, the SELPA serves that purpose, and
the Education Code defines the manner in which the governance
structure is to be established.

Section 56170 of the Education Code provides school districts with
three planning options for the provision of special education to
individuals with exceptional needs residing in their districts:

1. If it is of sufficient size and scope, a district may submit
its own local plan;

2. A district may join with one or more other districts to
jointly develop and submit a local plan; or

3. A district may join with a county office or county offices
to cooperatively develop and submit a local plan.

Under Options 2 and 3, the plan must:

Specify responsibilities for providing special education
services to all the individuals with exceptional needs
residing in the districts within the geographic area covered
by the plan;

* This chapter has been adapted from Marie Otto's A Study of
SELPAs, which was adopted on October 6, 1989 by special
education local plan area administrators, and from the Special
Edpse_Ltigallm.11,_ThElfsrscjigps2= which was prepared under the
direction of Jack Kennedy, Administrator, Local Assistance
Bureau for School Apportionments, Grants and Fiscal Assistance,
California Department of Education.



Contain provisions for a governance structure for the
operation of the plan; and

Identify the local educational agency or other administrative
entity, if not the county office, which will serve as the
Responsible Local Agency or Administrative Unit.

The Administrative Unit shall provide the necessary administrative
support for the coordimtion of the plan's implementation and
perform such functions as the receipt and distribution of
regionalized service funds. The service areas covered by these
single district, multi-district, or county office plans are called
SELPAs.

This concept of planning is the core of what was called the Master
Plan for Special Education in California. The intent is to ensure
that all individuals with exceptional needs have access to
appropriate special education services and that the responsibility
for providing each service is clearly identified in each SELPA.
It is also intended that, through cooperative planning, duplication
of services and service delivery structures will be minimized and
that programs will have greater cost-effectiveness.

Additionally, the regionalized service delivery concept was
considered to be a more effective means of providing services to
individuals with exceptional needs based on the following
observations:

Individuals with exceptional needs comprise only a small
proportion of the school population;

Many school districts in California are small school
districts and, therefore, have even smaller numbers of
students with exceptional needs;

A large number of school districts could not efficiently
support a full program or class in a particular need area of
special education due to their size, location and lack of
resources; and

It requires a large enrollment base to generate enough pupils
with low-incidence disabilities to enable appropriate and
efficient programs. For example, 20,000 average daily
attendance woulL generate fewer than 200 pupils who are
blind, deaf, or severely orthopedically impaired.

SIZE AND SCOPE

The State Board of Education has adopted size and scope standards
as required by Section 56170 of the Education Code. These
standards require:
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For metropolitan areas (200 or more average daily attendance
tADA] per square mile);

- For a single-district SELPA, at least 20,000 ADA; or
- For a multi-district SELPA, at least 30,000 ADA.

For rural areas (areas with less than 200 ADA per square
mile);

- 15,000 ADA to be a single-district SELPA.

The SELPA should be capable of providing a full scope of
services in order to meet the needs of all individuals with
exceptional needs residing in its geographic area.

Some of the single and multi-district SELPAs meet the scope
requirement by contracting with other SELPAs to provide services
for their severely handicapped and/or low-incidence disabilities
populations.

REGIONALIZED_BERVICES

Along with regionalized planning, SELPA governance structures were
charged with regionalized functions:

O Program Specialist Services:

- Observe, consult with, and assist resource specialists,
designated instruction and services instructors, and
special class teachers;

- Plan programs, coordinate curricular resources and evaluate
effectiveness of programs for individuals with exceptional
needs;

- Participate in each school's staff development, program
development and innovation of special methods and
approaches;

- Provide coordination, consultation and program development
primarily in one specialized area or in areas of the
specialist's expertise; and

- Be responsible for ensuring that pupils have full
educational opportunity regardless of their district of
residence.

Personnel development, including training for staff, parents,
and members of the Community Advisory Committee.

Planning and conducting annual program evaluation activities.

Data collection and development of a management information
system.



Curriculum development.

Administrative support and coordination of the implementation
of the local plan.

The local plea' developed within each SELPA and approved by the
State Board of Education must describe the governance and
administration within the SELPA. For multi-district plans, the
role of governing boards must be defined in the policy-making
process as must special education administrators' responsibilities
for plan implementation.
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IV. THE COMPONENTS AND METHODS FOR SPECIAL EDUCATION FUNDING

This chapter describes the components on which special educatiun
funding is based. It also discusses in detail the methods of
distributing special education funds.

DACRGROUND*

SB 1870, enacted in 1980, created a funding model for special
education based on reported costs. These costs were recorded on
the Supplemental Annual Financial Report, more commonly known as
the J-41A for school districts and the J-73A for county offices of
education.

The California School Accounting Manual requires that costs
incurred during the prior fiscal year be assigned and allocated to
an instructional program. The three instructional programs are
identified as General Education, Special Education, and Special
Projects.

Direct costs that cccurred during a fiscal year were assigned
directly to the appropriate instructional program. Direct costs
of these programs included salaries and benefits of teachers and
instructional aides, textbooks, instructional supplies, and

equipment.

Using designated methods, support costs were then allocated to the

appropriate instructional programs. These support costs included
instructional administration, school administration, pupil
services, maintenance, operations, transportation, and district
administration. Pupil services costs included expenditures
associated with attendance, welfare, guidancle, counseling, and

health.

Support costs that were not identified as accruing to a particular
instructional program were put into a pool for later distribution.
These costs were allocated on a pro rata basis to all instructional
programs and were called "indirect costs" from which indirect cost
rates were derived. Instructions accompanying the J-41A/73A
required that indirect cost rates not exceed 8 percent of the sum
of direct costs and direct support costs.

The J-41A and J-73A cost reporting documents for fiscal year 1979-
80 ultimately became the documents used to determine the special
education entitlements. However, a variety of methods for

This background section was adapted from the gpecial Education
Fiscal Task Force Report, which was prepared under the direction
of Jack Kennedy, Administrator, Local Assistance Bureau for
cchool Apportionments, Grants and Fiscal Assistance, California
Department of Education.
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allocating direct support costs were used throughout the state in
that year. For example, allocation methods used to determine the
amount of time a school principal spent administering special
education programs varied significantly among local educational
agencies (LEAs).

As a result of the variety of allocation methods used by LEAs, a
wide range of costs were reported for special education causing
disparity in the results of the funding formula set forth in SH
1870.

In 1984, the State Superintendent of Public Instruction established
the Financial Management Advisory Committee, commonly known as the
FMAC. As an outgrowth of FMAC, a committee was charged with the
responsibility of developing a system that would provide for
consistent cost accounting reporting. Standard methods of
allocating support costs have now been in place, with the
implementation of the 3-380 (for school districts), J-580 (for
county offices of education), and 3-780 (for joint power
authorities) Annual Program Cost Data Reports, since fiscal year
1985-86.

PURPOSES AND USES OF THE 3-50

Each year 3-50 worksheets translate and refine the complex web of
statute and state budget appropriation and control language into
the mathematical formulas, rules, and instructions to be used in
distributing over $1.3 billion in state funding for special
education. The primary purposes and uses of the J-50 worksheets
are as follows:

Communication - As an official state worksheet, the 3-50
communicates to SELPAs and their member LEAs updated rules,
formulas, and instructions which will be used to determine
local funding for special education.

Local Planning and Policv-Hakinq - Each ,aar local policy-
makers must adapt their programs both to the needs of
changing student populations and to the constraints of
limited financial resources. In evaluating options, the
formulas and rules in the 3-50 worksheets provide the basis
for measuring state revenue gains and losses for each
alternative under consideration.

Revenue_Estimatino and Budgetina - The J-50 worksheets may
be used to compute estimated special education revenues for
local budget purposes and to prepare budget updates during
the year.

7
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Filina of rinancial_elsins - In order to receive special
education funding, each SELPA and its member LEAs must file
financial claims with the state at 1st period (i.e.,

December) and at 2nd period (i.e., April) during the current
fiscal year, as well as an annual report after the year is
closed. This financial claim process is built around
preparation of the 3-50 Report by each SELPA and its member
LEAs and the filing of selected 3-50 forms with the state.

State-Level Information Resource - The data gathered by the
California Department of Education on the 3-50 Forms are a
valuable source of local special education operations data
for state planning and policy-making.

FUNDING COMPONENTS

Upon passage of SH 1870, the 3-50 documents were developed to
implement the legislation. The initial computations established
a base for each LEA. Included in this base were the following:

instructionak Pervonnel Service Units and Unit Rates IIPSys
and IPS Unit Rates) - The number of basic instructional units
(teacher, or teacher and aide, etc.), which may vary by
instructional setting. Unit Rates are based on average
salaries and fringe benefits of Special Day Class teachers,
Resource Specialist Program teachers, Designated Instruction
and Services specialists, and classified aides.

support Services Ratios WORM - All other costs of operating

including average salaries and fringe benefits for
psychologists, nurses, counselors, etc., providing assessment
and Individualized Education Program (IEP) development,
school administration, district office administration,
custodial services, substitute teachers, substitute aides,
classroom supplies, testing materials, office supplies,

duplicating consultants, workshop/travel, maintenance,
utilities, equipment, and indirect costs.

Local General Fund Contribution (LUC) - The difference
between an LEA's 1979/80 special education adjusted expenses
and the amount of revenue received for special education in
that year.

other Entitleme,t Components - For LEAs, if applicable:
extended year IPSUs, extended year support service ratios,

and non-public school and agency costs. For SELPA

administrative units: regionalized services, program
specialists and low-incidence funds. For county offices of
education: longer day and year incentives, if offered.
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These entitlement components are used to determine an LEA's
funding. The sources of revenue include the following:

SDC ADA Revenue limit funds;

Federal P.L. 94-142 local assistance entitlements;

Local General Fund Contribution;

Applicable local taxes;

Excess revenue reallocation from county offices, if
applicable (according to Education Code Section 56713); and

Net state J-50 special education apportionments.

It is important to recognize that most LEAs have "two" LGF
contributions. The first is the "computed" LGFC as determined by
the difference in state and federal revenues and expenses in fiscal
year 1979/80. The law intended that this difference become a
permanent contribution to the special education program. The 3-
50 accomplishes this by deducting the computed LGFC from the gross
entitlement. The second local contribution is commonly referred
to as the actual encroachment. This is the amount between expenses
as reported on the 3-380/580/780 and revenues received for a given
year.

Key entitlement and income source components are described here.
Exhibit IV.1 presents a general overview of key entitlement
component makeup.

Calculation of the IPS Unit Rates

Worksheets were provided for certificated personnel in each of the
three instructional settings. The worksheets included columns for
teacher's name, assignment, 1979/80 salary paid, service days
during regular school year, percent of time teacher worked each
day, and full-time equivalency. Exhibit 1V.2 illustrates how the
average unit rates were calculated based on the totals taken from
the worksheets:

p5;
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Exhibit IVA

PAAJOR SPECIAL EDUCATION ENTIMMENT COMPONENTS

INSTRUCTIONAL PERSONNEL SERVICi UNIT
IPSU ENTITLEMENT

,

uo L pi EL SERVICE

fs;

One unit squat!' ono el the tollowing:

SEVERELY HANINCAPPED IPSU

o SDC Average Salary II Fringe el:
One Special Day Class Teacher and

1.05 FullTime Equivalent Aides

HOWSEVERELY HANDICAPPED IPSU
o SOC Average Salary & Fringe ol.

One Special Day Class Teacher and
1 05 Full-Time Eqtavalen1 Aides

CR

o RSP Average Salary 6 Fringe of:
One Resource Spociakst Program Teacher and

One FullTirne Equivalini Aide

CR

o DIS Average Salary 4 Frinipe of
One Designated Instruction and Services Specialist

Such as:

Speech I Language Therapist
Itinerant Teacher

Adaptive I° E Therapist
Classified DIS Aides (Appma 3 Aides 1 Unit)

Other DIS Specialists Listed
In Education Code Section 66363

Note I OS is the FTE usd to calculate a SELPA's aide entitlement Units

may be allocated with 0. 1. or 2 aides for SDCa. and 0 or 1 aide OW RSPs.

SUPPORT SERVICES RA110
SSR ENTITLEMENT

; VVf ,
V'

SUPPORT SERVICES

Average Salaries I Fringe ol Support Staff,
Including, but not Limited to:

Psychologists. Nurses, and Counselors {or
assessment, evaluation, & IEP development

School AdmInialra Nan
District Offic Administration
Custodial
Substitutes Certificated & Classified

Otto, Operating Costs,
Including but not Limited to:

Classroom Supplies
T.:img Materials
Office Supplies
Duplicating
Consultants
Workshop/Travel
Maintenance
Utilities
Equipment
4% Indirect Cost

3 0
BEST COPY AVAILABLE



Exhibit IV.2

UNIT RATE CALCULATION FOR CERTIFICATED EMPLOYEES

: --.F0Ftfa .r=60114 '

CERTIFICATED IPSUs

Name

Reg. Sch. 0
Yr. Service

Assignment Salary Days
%

of day FTE

Totals $312,202

Average Salary

1 7

$18,365

Ringo: Percint Of Salary
.

Average Fringe

U. I. 0.200%
STRS 8.307%
W. C. 1.270%
H &W

Total Fringe

36.73
1626.68
233.24

1524.60

3,320

Average Salary & Fringe gii MS

Actual Salaries Reg. Year
Actual Fringe Reg. Year
Actual Sal/Fringe Ex. Year
Total Salaries & Benefits 79/80

012,202
55,320
25,559

$393,081

By totaling salary and fringe costs, and dividing by the number of
full-time equivalent teachers, an average salary and fringe similar
to the $21,685 in Exhibit IV.2 can be obtained.

The DIS unit rates were determined in the same manner as the unit
rates for the other instructional settings. Specific services
follow:

1. Language and speech development and remediation
2. Audiological services
3. Orientation and mobility instruction
4. Instruction in the home or hospital
5. Adapted physical education
6. Physical and occupational therapy
7. Vision services
8. Specialized driver training instruction
9. Counseling and guidance

10. Psychological services other than assessment and
development of the individualized education program

11. Parent counseling and training
12. Health and nursing services
13. Social worker services

:3 1
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14. Specially designed vocational education and career
development

15. Recreation services
16. Specialized services for low-incidence disabilities, such

as readers, transcribers, and vision and hearing services

The portion of psychologists, nurses, audiologists, social workers,
vocational education staff, occupational and physical therapist
salaries included in the total was ONLY for that time spent
providing direct services to students as designated in the IEP.
Costs of providing assessment and development of the IEP were
included in the support services ratio.

Extended year teacher and aide costs were identified and later
worked into the final calculations that established support service
ratios and local general fund contributions.

Aides assigned to both SDC and RSP teachers were listed on
worksheets provided for classified personnel. Average salary and
benefits were determined for aides in a manner similar to that used
for certificated averages with two exceptions. The first exception
was that the unit rate for LEAs that had operated FTEs of less than
six hours was increased to six hours. Those LEAs that actually
operated FTEs of more than six hours were computed on the actual
hours paid. Therefore, some LEAs have a greater aide entitlement
than six hours.

The second exception was that all fringe benefit costs for
classified personnel were built into the unit rate, regardless of
benefits actually paid. These fringe benefits included a
percentage for Unemployment Insurance (U.I.), Public Employees'
Retirement System (PERS), Old Age, Survivors, Disability and Health
Insurance (OASDI), Workers' Compensation (W.C.), as well as the
LEA's then-current cost per employee for Health and Welfare
Insurance (H&W). The intent of the Master Plan was to employ six-
hour aides, and the fcrmula was developed accordingly.

Exhibit IV.3 illustrates the final calculation to determine the
six-hour unit rate:
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Exhibit IV.3

UNIT RATE CALCULATION FOR CLASSIFIED EMPLOYEES (AIDES)

FORM.J40 04

CLASSIFIED IPSUs
Total

Aide Salary
Name Assignment Paid

Total
Hours

Worked

Totals $136,252
Average Cost Per Hour
Hours Per Day

Use the higher of actual hours
worked per day or 6 hours.

Times No. of Paid Days

Average Salary

27,454
$4.96

x 6
19 7

$5,863

Fringe: Percent of Salary Average Fringe

U. 0.200% t 1 73
PERS 12.557% 736.22
OASDI 6.130% 359.4
W.C. 1.270% 74.46
H & W 1680 82

comd Salary & Wilts
Total Fringe $2,863

Average & Fringe $8,726 Average 8 Hr. Aide $8,726.Salary
Entitlement:

Actual Salaries Reg. Year 136,262 SDC Cert. FTE 1 0 87,256

Actual Fringe Reg. Year 27,292 RSP Cert. FTE 1 7 148,336

Actual Sal/Fringe Ex. Year 7,762 Extended Year 7,762

Total Salaries & Benefits 79/80 $171,306

Computed Salary & Benefits 243,354 $243,354

Additional Aide Time $72,048

The example in Exhibit IV.3 demonstrates how to use salaries paid,
hours worked, days worked, and fringe benefit costs to calculate
an average salm:y and fringe cost per employee. In this case, that
cost was $8,7%

For LEAs that 1,3rated aides for fewer than six hours per day in
fiscal year 2Y-/80, the final calculations identified $72,048 as
"Additional '4.14e Time." This sum represented the difference
between actua! .,alaries and benefits paid in that year and the J-
50 computed sa;ary and fringe of employing six-hour -.ides.

The $72,048 can be traced through as a component of support service
ratio calculation on the following page (line 16, on Exhibit IV.4).
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Calculation of Support Services Ratios

Form J-50B-6 waS used to establish the support services ratio for
SB 1870 funding. Exhibit IV.4 presents an example of support
service ratio calr.ulation.

Exhibit IVA

SUPPORT SERVICE RATIO CALCULATION

1980/81 FIRST PRINCIPAL

FORM 4.5004

1. Total 1979/80 Special Ed. Costs. Total J-41A or J-73A Special
Education expenses including Direct, Direct Support, and
Indirect Support (Exclude MGM) + $1,762,691

+

$1,586,980

. OCHP Costs. All DCHP costs if not included above

. Pregnant Minor Costs. Deduct costs included on Line 1
4. Non-Public School Costs. Deduct costs included on Line I -21,416

. Special Education Transportation Costs. Deduct
costs which are included on Lines 1 and 2 -81,264

. Home & Hospital instruction Costs. Deduct costs for
temporary physical disabilities included on Line 1

. County Capital Outlay Costs. Deduct costs included on Line 1

. Regional Services. Deduct costs included on Line 1 -73 031

9. Total Ad lusted Special Education Costs
Special Class Teachers Actual Salary & Frinv Costs Form J-508-1 + 393 081

1,016,244

,10.
11. Resource Specialists Actual Sa lairAl Fringe ..usts Form J-5082 + 221_4296

12. DIS Actual Sala, & Fringe Costs :'orm J-508-3 + 230 561
13. ; lecher Aide Actual Salary & Frino,) Coss Form J-508-4 171_306
14. Total Teacher & Aide Costs
15. Total Support Services Costs. Subtract Line 14 from Line 9 570,736
16 Additional Aide Cost Form J-508-4 72 048
17 Total Adiusted Teacher and Aide Cost. Line 14 pIus Line 18 $1,088 292

it tue callSetvioes Ratio. Divide Line 15 bir Line .17 0.5244

Exhibit 11/.4 shows that support services costs in the 1979/80 base
fiscal year equalled 52 percent of instructional costs in this
example. The amounts shown in Lines 10 through 13 of Exhibit IV.4
were taken from the worksheets used to determine average unit
rates. Line 16 is the cost of calculated additional aide
entitlement for LEAs that used less-than-six-hour FTEs in fiscal
year 1979/80. Since Line 17 is the divisor, inclusion of this item
slightly lowered the support ratio (see Exhibits IV.2 and IV.3).

The actual total special education costs (including indirect costs)
as reported on the J-41A/73A Supplemental Financial Report were
used as the beginning base. Certain concepts were used to develop
support services ratios which redefined program using costs
prepared based on state guidelines prior to implementation of the
Master Plan. These concepts are described as follows:
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1. The fiscal year 1979/80 special education costs were reported

on the Supplemental Annual Financial Report - Part / -

General rund:

a. J-41A (districts) and J-73A (county offices) included

General Fund costs only. Other funds were excluded
which may have included special education costs (e.g.,

not facility fund costs).

b. Development Centers for Handicapped Pupils (DCHP) costs

were reported in a separate fund and not included on

J-41A/73A, and so were subsequently added to the costs

as reported in 1. above (Line 2 in Exhibit IV.4).

2. Costs for student programs included above which did not meet

the federal definition of handicapped students as defined in

Public Law 94-142 were deducted:

a. Mentally Gifted Minors (MGM) (Line 1 in Exhibit IV.4).

b. Pregnant Minors (Line 3 in Exhibit IV.4).

c. Home and Hospital instruction for students with

temporary disabilities (Line 6 in Exhibit IV.4).

3. Funding of certain components was clearly defined in the

Master Plan and was not intended to be included as part of

the support services ratios. Costs of these programs were
deducted from the base.

a. Costs of prnviding nonpublic school services were
deducted as funding based on 70 percent of NPS excess

costs (Line 4 in Exhibit IV.4).

b. All costs of providing home-to-school transportation

were deducted from subsequent funding of approved costs

of 100 percent reimbursement for county offices and SO

percent for districts (Line 5 in Exhibit IV.4).

c. The costs of county capital outlay were deducted because

funding for these kinds of expenses was to come from the

county revenue limit funding (Line 7 in Exhibit IV.4).

d. All costs for Regionalized Services and Program

Specialists were deducted, and funding was based on a

per pupil amount not to exceed 10 percent of the CBEDS

enrollment (Line 8 in Exhibit IV.4).



Local General Fund ContributiolLaala

Following the calculation of the support services ratio was that
of the LGFC. The fiscal year 1979/80 adjusted costs were compared
to adjusted revenues with the difference becoming the ',calculated"
LGFC. Exhibit IV.5 illustrates the adjustment to revenues and
displays the resulting LGFC.

Exhibit IV.5

CALCULATION OP LOCAL GENERAL FUND CONTRIBUTION (LGPC)

1980/81 FIRST PRINCIPAL...F0FrTraliTT71

1. Total Adjusted 79/80 Special Ed. Costs from J50B6. Line 9. $1.588.980
2. 1979/80 State Special Ed. Apportionment 91,041,272

$1.453,064
,

3. District Revenue Limit. K-12 (P2) Base Revenue Limit limes
P2 ADA for special DATCtasses and Non-Public Schools + 261,281

4. Total 1979/80 DCHP Revenue
a. DCHP Apottionments +

b. DCHP meventie Limit Ad ustment +

5. Licensed hildren's Institutions Revenue Limit +

6. Tuition received from Special Ed. Include tuition received
from other DIstricts/Counties and excess cost revenue. +

7. Federal Inceme, Include PL 94-142 Local Assistance Entitlement + 210,511

a. Total 1979/80 Special dd. Revenue $1,513,064
Deduct the foliowing:
9. Pregnant Minors Revenue

a. Master Plan Districts use Pregnant Minors, Dec. 1, 1979
approved count times $2298

b. Non-Master plan Districts use total adjusted 79/80
apportionment plus revenue limit P2 ADA ---

10. Home Instruction Revenue. Total adjusted revenue for home
or hospital instruction for pupils with temporary physical
disabilities .

17.771Fi=1''r anspor ta lion Revenue. - (60.000)
72. Adlusled 79/80 Revenue
',13. Adlusted 79/80 General Fund Cost Line i minus Line 12 133,916

14. Total 79/80 ADA Second Principal 7,091
15. 1979/80 Cost Per ADA $le 89
18. otal 80/81 ALIA Second -rincipal 6,629

125,22217. Adjusted 80/81 General Fund Cost. Multiely Line 15 by Line 16
11, Lacer Genetalfund Coattlbulfon, Lesser at Une 13 ar the 17

,

1125,222

The initial calculations performed to determine support services
ratios had a significant relationship to the local general fund
contribution. Generally speaking, when the support service ratio
is high, so is the LGFC.

Exhibit IV.6 displays two examples to illustrate this relationship.
Note that on Line 1 in both examples the starting base of fiscal
year 1979/80 costs and Line 4 total teacher and aide costs are the
same.



In Example I, greater adjustments were made to the cost base by a
total of $250,000. This results in a .5000 Support Services Ratio
whereas in Example II a .6000 ratio is produced.

The bottom section of the exhibit shows the adjusted special
education costs on Line A. Adjusted income on Line D is equal.
Hovever, the result of the adjusted fiscal year 1979/80 general
furd cost on line E is substantial.

Exhibit IV.6

RELATIONSHIP BETWEEN SUPPORT SERVICES RATIOS
AND LOCAL GENERAL FUND CONTRIBUTION

SUPPORT SERVICES RADOS
EXAWLE I EXAMPLE II DIFFERENCE

1. 1117910 TOTAL SPECIAL EU COSTS 64,600.000 $4.

2. LESS ADJUSTMENTS:
A. PREGNANT PANOPS (90,000) (50.000) (40,000)
6 NON.PUBUC SCWOLS (100,000) (90.000) (20,000)
C. TRAKSPORTATION (400,000) (250.000) (150.000)
D TEMP. HOPM & HOSPITAL (60,000) (40.000) (20.000)
E. REGIONAL SERVICES (100,000) (90,000) (20,000)

(2a.000)a ADJUSTED SPECIAL ED. a4TS $3,60,000 64.000.000

4. TOTAL TEACHER & AIDE COSTS 2,500.000 12,500,000 0

S. TOTAL AMOUNT SPENT ON SUPPORT $1,250,000 $1,500,000 (250.000)

I SUPPORT mato (UNE S DIVIDED BY LINE 4) 0. 6000 0.6000 .0.1000

LOCAL GENERAL FUND CONTRIBUTION
EXAMPLE II DIFFERENCEEXAWLE I

A. TOTAL ADJUSTED SPECIAL ED. COSTS $3,750,000 $4,00%000 4250,000)

S REVENUE RECEIVED
o STATE AID 2.400,000 2.400 000 0

o SASE REVENUE 750.000 750.000 0

o LCI INCOME 14.000 14.000 0

o TUITION 122.000 122,000 0

o FEDERAL P1.94-142 560,000 560.000 0

SUBTOTAL REVENUE RECEIVED 3.846.000 3.846.000 0

C LESS ADJUSMENTS
o PREGNANT WOOS WOW (36.000) ( 36 000) 0

o nwP HOMEhOSP INCOME (36.000) ( 38 000) 0

o TRANSPORTATION INCOPIE (140.000) (140 000) 0

0 ADJUSTED MOW 3.634.000 3.634.000 0

E ADJUSTED MO GENERAL FUND COST I 16,000 $3416.000 __1$250,000t

F Ale PER A D A 79/1'1 19.000 $8 11 $19 26 ($13 16)

G AMT PER A 0 A 80/81 19 250 $1 1 7 526 $370.816 ($253 289)

LESSER OF E 04:10 $i 16 000 $366 000 ($250 000)
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As Exhibit IV.6 depicts, great variation in
possible from similar-sized LEAs with similar
costs. This variation and apparent inequity
Special Education Fiscal Task Force, and their
equalization of LGFCs and implementation
calculations based on statewide standards for
setting.

SSR and LGFC was
special education
was noted by the
report recommended
of new support

each instructional

Elements and Sources of Special Education Revenu

The components of special education entitlements and the elements
that make up special education revenue are displayed in
Exhibit 1V.7.

Exhibit IV.7

ELEMENTS AND SOURCES OP SPECIAL EDUCATION REVENUE

MAJOR ELEMENTS OF SPECIAL EDUCATION ENTITLEMENTS

1. IPSU Income/Including Infants $1,000,000
2. Extended Year Income 50,000
3. Support Services Ratio Income 475,000
4. Non-Public School 70% Income 75,000

5 TOTAL SPECIAL EDUCATIC.1 ENTITLEMENT S1,600,000

SOURCES OF REVENUE

EXAMPLE I IXAMPLE II Difference

A Base Revenue SDC 100 ADA x $3000 $300,000 150 ADA x $3,000 $450,000 $150.000

B. Federal PL 94-142
Local Assistance,
Prior Year Dec. Coum 500 UDC' x $275 137,500 500 UDC x $300 = 150,000 12,500

LGFC

o Stale Apportionment
(Total Entitlement. less

50,000 50,000

Items A, 8 & C) 1.112.500 9%000 (152,500)

E TOTAL NET J40 SPECIAL EDUCATION ENTITLEMENT $1,600,000 $1,600,000

*Note: In this exhibit, UDC is the unduplicated pupil count taken
on December I of the prior fiscal year.

IV-13
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Exhibit 1V.7 is intended to display the constant net revenue shown
on Line 5 and Line E. As the base revenue and Federal P.L. 94-142
Local Assistance become greater, the state apportionment decreases
accordingly.

The base revenue for SDC ADA, P.L. 94-142 local assistance, and
the state special education apportionment must be expended for
special education. No similar requirement exists for the LGFC, but
it is highly unlikely that an LEA will be able to operate its
programs without expending at least the calculated LGFC.

IV-14
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fELPA DICRIVUTION )IETHODS

This section of the manual will provide specific financial details
concerning the following areas.

Distribution Systeme - The manner in which a SELPA
distributes IPSUs to its entities;

J-50 Freeze and Recapture Calculations - The process used by
the state to recapture under-utilized IPSUs;

Prowth - Criteria used to establish eligibility for growth;

infants - Staffing ratios; state vs. federally funded IPSUs;

Pre . eaui 1. Int v 0 v ces RIS and
Preschool Students Rpt Requiring Intensive qamiges (NOT-_
RIS) - Current federally funded NOT-RIS preschool program and
state funded RIS IPSUs; and

Distribution of IPSUs - Distribution of regular IPSUs,
Licensed Children's Institution (LCI) IPSUs non-deficited,
the allocation of aide hours, and the reallocation of IPSUs
between settings.

Distribution Systems

Education Code Section 56200 requires that each SELPA develop a
Local Plan which describes specific details of its operation. The
Local Plans ars rewritten every three years cooperatively by a
committee of representatives of special and regular teachers and
administrators selected by the groups they represent and with input
from the Community Advisory Committee (CAC) to ensure adequate and
effective participation and communication. After being approved
at the local level, the Plans are reviewed at the state level and
either approved at that time or returned to SELPAs for
modification.

One of the elements of the Local Plan is a description of the
planning process for the distribution, reallw:ation, recapture of
IPSUs and allocation of instructional aides. Due to the diversity
of SELPA governance and structure throughout the state, the manner
in which IPSUs are distributed may vary greatly among SELPAS. A

copy of a SELPA's Local Plan may be reviewed by contacting the
SELPA office.
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The freeze forms, which show the number of available IPSUs by
instructional setting for a given fiscal year, are prepared by the
state and sent to the SELPA. The SELPA is responsible for
reviewing the data for accuracy and allocating the available IPSUs
to its entities. The freeze forms are generally received at the
same time as first and second principal 7-50 forms are distributed.
Notification of growth units by the CDE occurs during August of
each fiscal year.

The freeze units are based on a SELPA's April unduplicated pupil
count (UDC) as reported in accordance with Education Code Section
56728.5. The April count includes a count of duplicated (DUP)
designated instruction and services provided. With the exception
of DIS, the unduplicated pupil count is used by the state to test
a SELPA's eligibility for maintaining the same number of units.
For DIS, the state first tests using the unduplicated DIS count.
If the SELPA class size is below the mandated average, a

combination of the unduplicated and duplicated services is used.
If a SELPA fails to meet the class size averages shown in Table
IV.1, recapture occurs.

Table IV.1

MA...IMUM AVERAGE CLASS SIZES NEEDED TO
PREVENT RECAPTURE OF 1PS UNITS

IMERMANNAL_AITTIMA Lmg UDC + DUP

Special Day Classcs 9

Resource Specialists 21
Designated Instruction & Services 20 OR 39

Exhibit IV.8 shows a sample SELPA that did not meet the class size
averages in special day classes.

4 1

IV-16



Exhibit IVA

METHODS FOR DETERMINING REcAPTuRE or
INSTRUCTIONAL PERSONNEL SERVICE uNITs

METHOD USED FROM flS1. YEARS. 19 84/85 TO 1987/88

1. 2. 3. 4. 5. 6.

Class Size Recomputed IPSUs
UDC & Average Adjusted Loading Subject to

Setting IPSUs DIS Molumn 2/1) IPSUs (Column 2/4) Recapture

SDC 110.11 941 8 55 104.56 9.00 5.55
RSP 76.88 I 750 22 76 82.43 21 23 (5.55)
DIS 61.00 956 16 67 81.00 15.67 0.00

TOTAL 247.99 3647 247.99 0.00

DIS 61.00 2727 44 70 44 70

METHOD USED STARTING IN FISCAL YEAR 1988/59

. 2. 3. 4. 5. 6.

Class Size Recomputed IPSUs
UDC & Average Adjusted Loading Subject to

S ttin. IPSUs D1S Column 2/1) IPSUs (Column 2/44 Recapture

SDC 110.11 941 8 55 104 56 9.00 5 55
RSP 76.88 1750 22.76 76 88 22 76 0 00
DIS 61.00 956 16.67 61 00 15.67 0 00

TOTAL 247.99 3647 242.44 5.66

01S 61 00 2727 44 70 44 70

Units will be subject to loss in any instructional setting which
fails to meet the requirements for maintenance of units. If loss
is indicated in the DIS setting in which there are two standards,
a comparison is made between DIS loss computed on both the
unduplicated and duplicated standards. Actual DIS loss will be
based upon the criterion which produces the lesser amount of loss.

In the past, when a SELPA computed its loss, units were shifted
from settings below the minimum standards of 9/21/20 to settings
above those same standards. By virtue of this realignment process,
many SELPAs were able to satisfy the minimum loading requirements
in all settings. Beginning in fiscal year 1988-891 preliminary
language in the budget bill prescribed that units may only be
shifted from settings below the minimum standards to settings above
the growth loading standards of 10 for SDC, 24 for RSP and 24 for
DIS (10/24/24) . Stated another way, unit losses may be offset only
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to the extent that growth is occurring in other settings.

A SELPA which meets either sparsity or LCI impaction criteria may
apply for a waiver from recapture provisions. Such application
must be made using state-provided forms and, if approved, will be
valid only for one year. Since the sample SELPA in Exhibit IV.8
does not meet the growth standards shown in Table IV.2, 5.55 units
would be recaptured after fiscal year 1987-88.

Table IV.2

MINIMUM AVERAGE CLASS SIZE UNDER GROWTH STANDARDS

INSTRUCTIONAL SETTING mg

Special Dry Classes 10
Resource Specialists 24
Designated Instruction and Services 24

Since the April pupil count is used to perform these calculations,
a one-year hold harmless condition exists. Therefore, if a SELPA
must return underutilized IPSUs to the state, it does so one year
later. This allows LEAs to plan ahead and meet the March deadline
of the following year to issue layoff notices, if necessary.

Growth

A discussion regarding the growth and recapture process is

presented in Appendix C. This appendix consists of a communication
from the CDE to SELPAs on reallocation and growth.

SB 1870 placed a 10 percent funding cap on special education
programs. A SELPA determines its cap by using the California Basic
Educational Data System (CBEDS) October count of the current fiscal
year. The total CBEDS count is adjusted before the 10 percent cap
is applied as shown in Table IV.3.

4 3

TV-18



O

Table IV.3

APPLICATION OF THE 10 PERCENT OF ENROLLMENT FUNDING CAP

Description of Data Items DataLCalculation

Total SELPA CBEDS Enrollment 54,965

Less students attending programs within the
SELPA and living in Licensed Children's
Institutions (LCIs) (5-21 years of age) (57)

Less students attending programs within the
SELPA and living in other SELPAs (43)

Plus students living in the SELPA and attending
programs in other SELPAs 68

Plus nonpublic school students who are not
residents of an LCI (these students are
usually not included in CBEDS)

Adjusted CBEDS enrollment 54,960

Maximum Entitlement x 10%

10 Percent of Adjusted CBEDS Enrollment

Within this 10 percent cap are sub-caps which were meant to provide
equitable programs within the SELPA for students in the three
instructional settings. These "not to exceed" sub-caps and the
class size averages are in Table IV.4.

Table IV.4

FUNDING SUB-CAPS

Inst uct o al Settings filitimm
Pupils

Per Class

Special Day Classes 2.8% 10

Resource Specialists 4.0% 24

Designated Instruction & Services 4.2% 24

Total 11.0%

Less an overlap of (1 percent) (1.0%)

Funding Cap 10.0%
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The 11 percent total is meant to provide flexibility within the
sub-caps. While SELPAs may apply for waivers to exceed one of the
sub-caps, the overall total of 10 percent may not be exceeded for
funding purposes.

It is important to note that, while funding is capped at 10
percent, a SELPA is required to serve all its eligible students
regardless of the cap.

Exhibit IV.9 further illustrates the adjustments made to cBEDS,
the 10 percent cap and application of the sub-caps.

Exhibit IV.9

EXAMPLE OF A SELPA IN COMPLIANCE WITH
CALCULATING MAXIMUH ENTITLEMENT UNITS

. a. Total October 1(12 CBEDS en;ollment 54,965

(57)
b. Less Licensed TROFTn's Institutions

(LCI) Spec. Ed. pupil count in April
. Less enrollment of students from

Other SELPAs, Based on April pupil counts (43)
d. Plus resident pupils in other

SELPAs' programs in April 68
. Plus non.public school (non.LCI) Pupils 27

f. Total akisted enrollment 54.960
. Maximum E'llitiement 10.00% 5,496

__an. Number 01 FIPS7Prirra-licu mg pup s
placed from LCIs, in April pupil count

. Net Adjusted 10 percent 5,469

Instructional Setting SDC RSP / DIS Subtotal LCI Total

5. a. Distribution of the 10% Limit 2.80% 1.20% 10.00%

4.53 321.73

b. Computed pupils 1.531 3,938 5,469
c. Prescribed entitlement caseloads 10 24

317.20_d. Maximum authorized IPSUs 153.13 164.07

LCI Additions:
37 Pupils in SOCs / 10 .
20 Pupils in RSPs / 24 .

Total LCI Additional IPS Units:

3.70
0.83
4.53

The maximum entitlement of units is critical in determining whether
SELPAs are eligible for additional growth in relation to their 10
percent cap. If only the unduplicated pupil count were compared
to the adjusted 10 percent of CBEDS, SELPAs would be penalized for
serving higher-than-average numbers of pupils in their programs,
as well as operating programs beyond their allocation. The

44.0
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calculation of a SELPA's maximum entitlement of units adjusts for
LCI pupils by adding units to the adjusted 10 percent total.

In fiscal year 1980-81, each SELPA was allowed to add instructional
personnel service IPSUs up to the 10 percent funding cap. In
fiscal year 1981-82, under the provisions of SB 769, each SELPA had
to meet requirements consisting of a double test; high caseload in
the prior year as well as an increase in the number of students
served in the current year. SELPAs meeting this test were allowed
to grow one half of the distance between the level of IPSUs the
SELPA had in fiscal years 1980-81 and 1981-82, up to the ten
percent funding cap. As a result of these provisions, there was
little growth in the IPSU entitlement statewide.

The "freeze" of funded IPSUs occurred in fiscal year 1982/83 and
continued through fiscal year 1983/84. SB 1379, passed in 1984,
mandated the class size averages that currently govern the
recapture process. Beginning in the 1984/85 fiscal year, SELPAs
were tested for underutilization of units. SELPAs which are sparse
or LCI-impacted may apply for waivers exempting identified units
from recapture. If the waiver is approved, the SELPA is allowed
to retain those units. Table IV.5 shows the number of units which
have been recaptured since that time.

Table IV.5

TOTAL INSTRUCTIONAL PERSONNEL SERVICE UNITS RECAPTURED
THROUGHOUT CALIFORNIA SINCE FISCAL YEAR 1984/85

Fiscal Year Total IP8Us Recaptuad

1984/85 3.11
1985/86 36.54
1986/87 4.63
1987/88 4.56
1988/89 -0-
1989/90 4.14
1990/91 -0-

A "sparse" SELPA is defined as one with under 30,000 ADA and a
pupil density of 25 or fewer ADA per square mile, or one with over
30,000 ADA and a pupil density of 20 fewer ADA per square mile.
To be eligible for an "LCI impaction" waiver, a SELPA must have at
least 3 percent of its unduplicated pupil count in licensed
children's institutions, foster homes, or other similar residential
facilities, exclusive of pupils in nonpublic schools.

Beginning in fiscal year 1984/85, the state provided for funded
growth in IPSU entitlements. The levels of identified need, funded
growth, and percent of growth funded are illustrated in Table IV.6
on the following page.
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Table IV.6

FUNDING OF CALIFORNIA SPECIAL EDUCATION GROWTH

Fiscal Year
Growth Needs
lin millions)

Growth
Appropriation
tin millions'

Percent
of Growth

Fundea

1984/85 $17.01 $10.00 60
1985/86 39.35 15.00 37
1986/87 52.37 24.10 44
1987/88 70.05 44.89 63
1988/89 69.14 64.20 93
1989/90 69.86 32.50* 46*

* Note: An additional $0.5 million was available for very
sparse SELPAs not eligible for other growth, as
approved.

The unfunded needs each year become part of the next fiscal year
growth needs. It is considered that the lag in growth funding
during the fiscal year 1982/83 and fiscal year 1983/84 as well as
insufficient funding in other years continue to plague the special
education funding model.

In addition to the funded growth for new IPSUs, Table 1\7.7 shows
cost of living adjustments (COLAs) made to IPSUs since fiscal year
1980/81:

Table IV.7

COST OF LIVING ADJUSTMENTS (COLAs) MADE TO SPECIAL
EDUCATION INSTRUCTIONAL PERSONNEL SERVICE UNITS

Fiscal Year

1980/81
1981/82
1982/83
1983/84
1984/85
1985/86
1986/87
1987/88
1988/89
1989/90

COLA

9.00%
5.00%
0.00%
8.00%
6.02%
6.19%
5.49%
2.54%
4.10%
4.64%

The lack of a COLA in fiscal year 1982-83 and a lesser COLA than
that for regular education in fiscal year 1981-82 significantly
affected the difference between unit rates and actual teacher
salaries. See Chapter 6 of the Special Education Fiscal Task Force
Report for a more thorough discussion of these issues.
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Studies conducted by the Special Education Fiscal Task Force
confirmed that statewide direct costs as reported on the J-380/580
exceeded IPSU entitlements by about 17 percent in fiscal years
1984-85 and 1985-86. The findings indicate that two major areas
of concern with the current funding model are the inadequate growth
units and the value of IPS unit rates.

Infa4ts

Infant funding has been provided in a fragmented manner throughout
the state, with some programs mandated while others are permissive.
Funding sources include federal discretionary monies and state IPSU
allocations.

Some of the funding procedures for infant programs have been
developed outside the parameters of the J-50 funding process while
others have been developed using the J-50 parameters. A
significantly different system of growth/recapture standards has
been established for infant services, further complicating the
calculations for funding, the data management process, and
recordkeeping.

SELPAs that were operating infant programs in fiscal year 1980-81
through federal or state funds were mandated to continue operating
these programs. These SELPAs, if above the 10 percent enrollment
funding cap, were given an opportunity in fiscal year 1981-82 to
apply for additional J-50 DIS-IPSUs if these units were in
operation in fiscal year 1980-81 and were funded by federal funds.
These DIS-IPSUs were outside the 50 percent growth limitation and
the 50 percent support services squeeze that were applied to
regular special education. They also subsequently became part of
the freeze.

On June 28, 1985, AB 2557 was signed into law by the Governor.
Education Code Section 56728.8 reads:

(a) Notwithstanding subdivision (d) of Section
56760, for the 1985/86 fiscal year and each fiscal
year thereafter, a special education local plan
area shall be eligible for state funding of those
instructional personnel service units operated and
fundable for services to individuals th
exceptional needs younger than three years of age
at the second principal apportionment of the prior
fiscal year, so long as the unduplicated pupil
count of these pupils divided by the number of
instructional personnel services units is not less
than the following:

(1) For special classes and centers 12

(2) For resource specialist programs 24

(3) For designated instruction and services
Based on the unduplicated pupil count . . .12

or
Based on the duplicated pupil count . . . .39
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Previous to this legislation, the ratio Lor special day classes
was one to 10, as part of the ages 3-21 program funding. In fiscal
year 1985/86, the class size averages previously shown were used
for recapture but subsequent authority increased the growth
standards to one to 16 for SDC and DIS for fiscal year 1986/87.
However, to avoid penalizing existing programs, the fiscal year
1985/86 ongoing state and federally funded infant units were
protected at 12. Eligible growth units were added to the freeze
forms.

In addition to the state freeze units, SELPAs may be eligible for
additional growth through the Federal Discretionary Grants process.

Preschool Students Requiring Intensive Services IRIS) and
Not Requiring Intensive Services tNOT-RIS)

Information regarding preschool programs is provided in Appendix D.

IPSU DISTRIBUTION STEPS

A typical SELPA must have accurate information from a variety of
sources to be able to most efficiently distribute its IPSUs.
Certain steps must be completed before distribution can occur.
These steps are listed below in the order in which they are
completed. This example traces distribution at the first period,
but it is substantially the same as a second period process.

Step 1 - Gather Information;

Step 2 - Determine available units after transfer IN and
OUT of IPSUs to or from Other SELPAs/county offices;

Step 3 - Compare units operated, adjusted for transfers IN
and OUT, to freeze units by instructional setting;

Step 4 - Realign the freeze units to correspond with the
current SELPA needs; and

Step 5 - Allocate operating units to the SELPA LEAs.

The following is a discussion of the above steps and specific
details of how each is completed.
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Step 1 - Gather Information

The following information will be needed in order to distribute
1PSUs:

General
Time

Information to Be Gathered Provider

1. Growth Notification

2. Freeze Forms
0-2.9 years old
3-21 years old

3. Transfer Students by Setting
and by LEA

Number of stdents being
transferred TIT to Other
SELPAs or cowity offices
Numbers of students being
transferred IN from Other
SELPAs

4. Fractional Units exchanged
The fractional IPSUs per-student
exchanged by SELPAs and County
Offices

5. Number of Units Each LEA in the
SELPA is Operating for 0-2.9
and 3-21 Age Levels

SDC/Non-SH
SDC/SH
RSP
DIS - Certificated FTE
DIS - Classified FTE
Aides

6. Number of LCl/Foster Home
Students Receiving Special Ed.
Services in the SELPA by
Instructional Setting (this
is optional in some SELPAs)
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California
Department
of Education

California
Department
of Education

August

Mid October
for P-1

March for
P-2

SELPA MIS; October
Other SELPAs; for P-1
county office. March for
(This information P-2
should be verified
between SELPAs and
between program and
business personnel.)

SELPA M/S;
Other SELPAs;
county office
(Communication
with sending or
receiving SELPAs
is important.)

SELPA MIS

SELPA MIS

4)0

Prior
Agreement

October
for P-1
March for

P-2

October
for P-1
March for

P-2



fitop 2 - Determine AvailaKe Units After Transfer IN_and OUT of
natio to or from Other_BALPAs/Countv Offifee

A typical SELPA has resident students attending special education
programs in other SELPAs or County Offices. It also has students
attending its programs that live in other SELPAs. The following
examples demonstrate one methodology for exchanging IPSUs. Please
contact your SELPA Administrator and/or Business Administrator to
determine the specific methodology used in your SELPA.

In the example below, the SELPA is transferring out a total of 35
students to SELPAs 1, 2, and 3. The exchange values of IPSU are
determined by the receiving LEA based on the types of programs
operated and may vary in certain instances. In this example, the
number of pupils being transferred are multiplied by the values
assigned for fractional IPSUs to calculate the final exchange of
units shown in the last three columns.

Resident Students Transferred OW

Name of
,SELPA No. Pupils

SCC

2 Aides
SDC

1 Aldo
01$

Duplicated

Fractional IPSUs
SDC SCC

2 Aides 1 Alde
01S

DuplIc

SELPA 1 3 0 10 0.0417 0.30 0 13
SELPA 2 4 0 10 0.06 0.40 0/0
SELPA 2 26 0.1150 0 05 99 110
SELPA 3 2 0.10 0.0417 0/0 0.06

TotMs 35 2 99 oTgo 1/1

In comparison, the sample SELPA is transferring 34 students into
its programs.

r Nin-Fisolderit Students Tranifeired IN

Name of
SELPA No Puts

SCC

2 Aides
SDC

1 Aide

1 40
0 20
1 70
0 10

DIS
Duplic

0 58
0 08
0 71
0 04

Fractional IPSUs
SIX SDC

2 Aides 1 Aide

0
0
0

0

10
10
10
10

DIS

(2.1E

0 0417
0 0417
0 0417
0 0417

SELPA 1
SELPA 4
SELPA 5
SELPA 6

14
2

1 7

1

Totals 34 0 3 40 1 41

1
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The SELPA is transferring OUT a total of 5.60 units and
transferring IN 4.81 units. The net difference of .79 is deducted
from the SELPA's freeze units. The resulting factor is the number
of IPSUs available for SELPA operation. I/ the units IN were
greater than those transferred OUT, the difference would be added
to the freeze units, increasing the number of units available for
operation. In the example below, the SELPA has available 294.52
units to operate its programs.

- , . .... . . . ,

OUTS:

SOC/1 Aide 0.90
SDC/2 Aides 2.99
DIS 1.71
Total OUT 5.60
INS:
SOC/1 Aide 3.40
SOC/2 Aides 0.00
DIS 1.41
Total IN 4.81
OUTS less INS 0.79

: , .::;

i'.*i OWta: Unlit

:

SD0 124.11
RSP 86.50
DIS 84.70
Total 295.31

Less Difference
Between INS & OUTS (0.79)
Available IPSUs of
SELPA Operations 294.52

Step 3 - Comoare Units Being Operated. Plus Transfers IN and OUT.
to Freeze Units. by Instructional Bettina

By using the SELPA MIS system, the SELPA adds up the number of
units currently in operation by instructional setting. The sample
SELPA has five districts operating a total of 294.52 IPSUs. Most
likely, this number would not equal the available freeze units but
is used in the sample to provide coherence within the sample.

.

:::::::";-,-,

NO01
::*: :' ..............................

',1:':;.:;!,:.::

LEAs SOC ASP DIS TOTAL

District A 13.00 12.50 15.87 41.37
District B 14.00 10.00 7.59 31.59
District C 55.00 31.50 30.23 116.73
District D 29.00 16.00 20.31 65.31
District E 11.00 10.00 10.52 39.52

Total 122.00 88.00 84.52 294.52
PLUS OUTS 3_89 1.71 5.60
LESS INS (3.40) (1.41) (4.81)

Units Needed 122.49 88.00 64 62 295.31

The transfers of units OUT are added to those being operated by the
SELPA LEAs and the transfers of units IN are deducted. The
resulting number of units needed is 295.31.
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Step 4 - Realign the
SERPA Needs

Based upon the comparison made in Step 3, the SELPA should realign
the units within settings. Doing so may not increase the total
number of freeze units, however. The sample shows that the SELPA
is reducing the number of SDC units by 1.62 and increasing RSP by
1.50 and D1S by .12.

snl.,

E. E E
-..%, ...e...:.?....i':::g....:-.H.-%'4,.,.....:.

I. P4 DOM OF Wint A' Uptiokkitwitte*

Column B
Units to Be
Allocated

Column C
Difference

(+ or .)
Instructional

Setting

Column A
Maximum Units

Available

SOC

RSP

DIS

TOTAL

124.11

86.50

84.70

295.31

122.49

88.00

84.82

205.31

1.82

(1.60)

(0.12)

0.00

Procrammatio h5ffetion For Redisfriblition 01 unite it .P.i:

The shift of units is necessary to provide programs for
students in the Least Restrictive Environment and to
accommodate the transfer of units in and out of the SEL .

fLtqp_5_zL_Ajjtocatcaarjatng_njtQtheEkpjLkrAgUs t e

The SELPA must now determine the number of available 6 hour FTE
aides available to it using the realigned freeze SDC units times
1.05 plus the realigned RSP units. Please note that Transfers out
of IPS Units, including aide allocations, must be accounted for
before SELPA's allocation of units to its members. The SELPA's
aide allocation is shown below:

SELPA
AIDE FIE ENTITLEMENT

Realigned SOC Freeze Units 122.49
Additional Entitlement 1 05

Total SDC Aide Entitlement 128.61
Realigned RSP Freeze Units 88.00

Total Aide FTEs 216 61
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District A is operating a total of 41.37 IPSUs. Of these, 1.98
units are transfers IN. Therefore, the SELPA need only allocate
39.39 IPSUs to this operator. Of the total SDC units, 4 are SH
and 9 are NSH.

UNITS IN OPERATIO

SOC ASP DIS Total

District A 11.60 12.60 16.29 39.39

Transfers IN 1.40 018 1.98,

Total OperatIng Units 13.00 12.60 15.87 41.37

SH 4.00
NSH 9.00

To determine the number of no aide, one aide, and two aide classes
to be allocated, the SELPA takes the number of SH and NSH aide
hours in operation and converts them to 6 hour FTEs. However, for
a few LEAs in the base fiscal year of 1979-80, more hours were
being used and an FTE standard of more than six hours may have been
established. In the following examples, 6.0 hours will be used as
a FTE calculation.

Example One

District A is operating a total of 5.00 SH aide FTEs compared to
4 classes. Therefore, it needs 3.00 one aide, SH IPS Units and
1.00 two aide, SH IPS Unit (3.00 + (1.00 x 2) = 5.00 FTEs). The
total number of NSH aide hours operated is 129.00, or 21.50 FTEs.
District A is operating 9 NSH SDCs and 12.50 RSP classes, or a
total of 21.50 classes, which is equal to the calculated aide FTEs.

... . ..

'DETERMINAdriON OF NO AIDE,
ONENDE, & MO AIDE CLASSES

SH NSH TOTAL
Daily Aide Hours 30.00 129.00 169.00
Divided by 6 hours 8.0f) 6 00
Aide FTE @ 6 hrs. 5 00 21.50 26.50

Number WC Classes 4.00 9 00 13.00
Number RSP Classes 12.50 12 50
Total Classes 4.00 21.50 26.60

Number SDC 0 Aide Classes 0.00 0 00
Number SEX 1 Aide Classes 3 00 9 00 12 00
Number WC 2 Aide Classes 1 00 1 00
Subtotal SIX 4.00 9.00 13 00

Number RSP 1 Aide Classes 12 50 12 50

Total Classes 4 00 21 50 25 50
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On J-50 LPA Schedule B, the SELPA would allocate the following
units:

..: ..; -..,'.-,::::::::::::.: ::

4.10 LOA tahieleiti 13. 1 ASP DIS TOTAL

District A EDP 980
Transfers In EDP 906

TOTAL Operating Units

No Aldo One Aidoi Two Aides No Aide One Aide

0.00 10.80
1.40

1.00 12.40 16.29
0.58

39.30
1.98

0.00 12.00 1.00 0.00 12.50 15.87 41.37

Example Two

District 13 is operating a total of 31.59 1PSUs. Because it does
not receive transfer IN units, all 31.59 units must be allocated
by the SELPA. Of the 14 SDC units, 4 are SH and 10 are NSH.

UNITS IN OPERATION

District 8
Transfers IN

SEX ASP DIS Total
14.00 10.00 7.59 31.59
0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Total Operating Units

SH

14.00

4.00
10.00

10.00 7.59 31.59

To determiile the number of no aide, one aide, and two aide classes
to be allocated, the SELPA takes the number of SH and NSH aide
hours in operation and converts them to 6 hour FTEs. District 11
is operating a total of 6.59 SH aide FTEs compared to 4 classes.
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Therefore, it needs 1.41 IPSU SH one aide and 2.59 SH two aides
(1.41 + 2.59 + 2.59 m 6.59 FTEs). The total number of NSH aide
hours being operated is 105.05 or 17.51 FTEs. District B is
operating 10 NSH SDC classes and 10 RSP classes or a total of 20.
Ten of those classes are RSP, leaving 7.51 SDC classes to be funded
with one aide and 2.49 with no aide.

ER MO .N4) AID
. . . . . ...... . . .

-..VRE AIDELE iWO.. OE CLASSES..

SH NSH TOTAL

Daily Alde Hours 39.55 105.05 144.60
Divided by 8 hours 8.00 8.00

Aide PIE 0 6 hrs. 5.59 17.51 24.10

Number SOC Classes 4.00 10.00 14,00
Number RSP Classes 10.00 10.00
Total Classes 4.00 20.00 24.00

Number WC 0 Aide Classes 2.49 2.49
Numtxir SOC 1 Aide Classes 1.41 7.51 8 92
Number SDC 2 Aide Classes 2 59 2.59

Subtotal SOC 4.00 10.00 14.00

Number RSP 1 Aide Classes 10.00 10.00

Total Classes 4.00 20 00 24.00

On 3-50 LPA Schedule B, the SELPA would allocate the following
units:

:.,.-,.,..y.
440 OA Schithit.4. SDC ASP DIS TOTAL

District 8 EDP 980
Transfers In EDP 998

TOTAL Operating Units

No Aide One Aide Two Aides No Aide One Aide

2.49 8_92
0 00

2.59 10 .00 7.69
0.00

31.59
0.00

2 49 8.92 2 59 0.00 10 00 7 59 31.59

These two examples begin with a basic assumption that therel are
adequate aide hours to allocate to the LEAs within the SELPA to
cover the operations. In many SELPAs this will not be the case.
In instances where the aide entitlement is less than the number
operated, a distribution system is necessary to determine which LEA
will receive what amount of aide time. Systems vary across the
state, depending upon local agreements and historical and/or
philosophical underpinnings to the SELPA structure. The Local Plan
describes the system employed within each SELPA.
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The examples demonstrate that each LEA does not necessarily receive
its individual entitlement. Rather, the entitlement is calculated
SELPA-wide. To determine if the SELPA has fully utilized its aide
entitlement, simply sum the Total IPS Unita Allocated in the SDC
columns with aides (EDP 995) as follows:

SDC - One aide: 62.55 x 1 = 62.55
SDC - Two aides: 33.03 x 2 = 66.06

Total

This number corresponds directly with the total number of aides to
which the SELPA is entitled, shown in Step 5 on page IV-28. Note
that all RSP Units are operated and allocated with one aide.

The completed SELPA J-50 LPA Schedule B is on the next two pages.

Also note that the IPS units transferred out, i.e , 90 SDCs with
one aide and 2.99 SDCs with two aides, are included within the
total allocation for aides.

The J-50 LPA Schedule B should be cross-checked for accuracy. The
units available to be allocated to districts within the SELPA under
the heading "2 - Distribute units to entities within your SELPA"
(EDP 981) can be separated by the units available from the SELPAls
FRZ (EDP 955). Transfers in are above and beyond the subtotal
included within EDP 995.

t-o
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CALIFORNIA STATE
DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION
J50LPA SCHEDULE B
(Roy. 09.89)

J50LPA SCHEDULE B AGES 3.21 PROGRAM
DISTRIBUTION OF INSTRUCTIONAL PERSONNEL SERVICES UNITS TO OPERATING ENTITIES

FOR 1989/00

County: VALLEY VIEW Local Plan Area: HAPPY VALLEY SELPA

: Column A : Column 8 Column C : Column 0 :

: EDP :Special Day : Resource : Designated :

All numbers on this page shall be carried to two decimal places : No. : Classy' :Specialists :Inst. & Sys.: TOTAL :

1. Total IPS units available by setting for funding

(from 1989/90, P-1 J -50 -FRZ Column 8, which includes growth units).0: 955 : 122.49 : 88.00 84.82 : 295.31 :

1989/90 FIRST PRINCIPAL

Distribute the IPS units listed above on lines 2 and 3 below. : SPECIAL DAY CLASSES : :RESOURCE SPECIALISTS : DIS :

; EDP : No Aldo : Oho Aide : Two Aides : No Aids : Oho Aide : FTE :

2. Distribute units to ntities within your SELPA: : No. : Column A : Column 8 : Column C : Column 0 : Column E : Column F :

NAME OF DISTRICT/COUNTY TO WHICH UNITS ARE ALLOCATED:

: 980 : : 10.60 : 1.00 : : 12.50 1 15.29 :

980 : 10.00 :

:

:

2.49 8.92 : 2.59 : 7.:

: 980 : 20.09 : 16.40 : : 31.50 :

:

:

16.51 :

:

: 16.00 : 20.31 :

1

29.40 :

980 : : 21.33 :

:

7.67 :

: 980 : . 4.40 : 2.27 : . 18.00 : 10.52 :

:IMO OOOOO SOO: : VOUSOOSOUVOUO:

Subtotal of units allocated within this SELPA (Total line 2) 981 : 26.91 : 61.65 : 30.04 : 0.00 : 88.00 : $3.11 : 289.71

:
:OOMOOSSOOMMO:OUSOW.

:UOUSOUSUOUSA: OOOOO WOUSUOU:OUOUUMSUOVIOO:SOUSOUSIMOUO: OOOOO OUOUSUO:OSOUOUOUSOUO:

3. Transfer units to another SELPA: :

NAME OF SELPA:

a. SELPA 1 : 991 :

b. SELPA 2 : 991 :

c. SELPA 3 : 991 : 0.20 :

d. : 991 :

: 991 :

:Subtotal of units transferred to another SELPA (Total line 3) 992 0.00 :

. :

4. Total IPS units illcated in each Column (Total of lines 2 and 3)...: 995 : 26.91 :

8. District A

b. District 8

c. District C
1

d. District 0

e. District E

0.30 :

0.40 : 2.99 :

BEST COPY AVAILABLE

:=01.

0.13:

1.S0 :

. :

:
vemusm OOOOOOO :

0.90 : 2.99 : 0.00 : 0.00 : 1.71 : 5.60
:mom OOOOOOO OOOOOO

62.55 : 33.05 : 0.00 : 44.00 : 84.82 : 295.31

TOTAL SDC 122.49 EDP 995 - Col. A Col. B Col. C

AIDE ENT. 128.61 (122.49 Is 1.05 128.61)

USING 128.61 (62.55 33.03 33.03 128.61)
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CALIFORNIA STATE
DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION
J504LPA SCHEDULE 13 (Rev. 0949)

J-50LPA SCHEDULE B AGES 3-21 PROGRAM

County: ';IILLEY VIEW Local Plan Area: HAPPY VALLEY SELPA

1989/90 FIRST PRINCIPAL

All ember.a an this pogo shall be carried to two dee imal places

5. Transfer units received by this SELPA: :

List the maw of the SELPA transferring units to your SELPA and the :

name of district/county where pupils are being provided service. :

:

FROM TO
:

a. SELPA 1 District A :

b. SELPA 4 District C
wwWW wwwww :

C. SELPA 5 District C

d. SELPA 6 District C

e.
:

f .

.

h.

:

Total units transierred to this SELPA (Total of line 5)

: SPECIAL DAY CLASSES : :RESOURCE SPECIALISTS . DIS :
EDP : No Aide : G. Aids : Two Aides : No Aide : G. Aide : FTE :

No. : Column A : Column 6 : Column C : Column 0 : Column E : Column F :

.

996 : 1.40 : 0.56 :

996 : 0.20 :

: :
a:

: : :

996 : 1.70 : 0.71 :

996 : 0.10 : :

996 :

: : : : :

......

996 :

O
996 : : .

: : : :-....... ....... :

996 : :

%v... ... :MMOUSISSOOMOM:

997 : 0.00 : 3.40 : 0.00 : 0.00 : 0.00 : 1.41 :

NOTES:
A. Education Code Section 56760 (e) limits each SELPA to an average of one teacher and 1.05 aides per special class or center; therefore, on line 4, EDP 995 your SOCtwo aide

allocation may only exceed your SDCno aide allocation by .05 times your SDC. J-50FRZ, line 1, EDP 955; to wit, (EDP 995C EDP 995A) may equal but not exceed (.05 x EDP
955A). (For a more detailed explanation, see the instruction sheet 'Allocating SDC Units to Fund 1.05 Aides per SOC.')

B. Education Code 56362 (1) states 'At least eighty percent of the resource sptclalists within a local plan shall be provided with an Instructional aide.*
C. The total of units on line 4, Columns A, B and C cannot exoeed the IPS units from line 1, Column A; the total of units on line 4. Columns D and E cannot exceed the IPS units

from line 1, Column 8; the total of units on Ilne 4, Column F cannot exceed the IPS units from line 1. Column C.
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V. 7-50 DATA REQUIRED

Preparation of the 3-50 document can be greatly facilitated if data
are collected before the preparer begins to actually complete the
3-50 forms. Initially, to provide a context for data gathering and
form completion, this chapter includes an exhibit which summarizes
the flow of the 3-50 Report. The remainder of this chapter will
help the reader understand what data are required to complete the
3-50, as well as where those data can be found. The chapter
describes data requirements and sources for SELPA-level
distribution of Instructional Personnel Service Units (IPSUs), as
well as data requirements and sources necessary for LEAs to
complete 3-50 forms. The chapter contains sample data which are
also presented in examples of completed 3-50 forms in Chapter VI.

REPORT FLOW

Exhibit V.1 on the following page summarizes the 3-50 Report flow.
As can be seen, the general flow of information is from the SELPA
to LEAs, back to the SELPA, and then through the county office of
education to the California Department of Education (CDE). Readers

may refer to the CDE's Data Acquisition calendar for more
information regarding time lines.

LATA REOUIREMENTS AND SOURCES

This chapter groups data needed to complete the 3-50 into five
categories:

1. SELPA-level distribution of IPS Units;
2. LEA-level IPS Units operated versus units funded;
3. LEA-level data from state exhibits and other sources;
4. LEA-level extended year data; and
5. LEA-level nonpublic school data.

For each category, the chapter contains a section listing the data
items within the category, noting their sources, and which 3-50
foms the data items are needed to complete. Each category is
accompanied by an exhibit which summarizes example data from An
imaginary district, Delta Unified School District, which is a
member of the imaginary White Cloud SELPA in Blue Sky County.
Chapter VI contains examples of completed J-50 forms for the Delta
District which are based on the data items in this chapter. To
clarify the relationship, key data items from the completed 3-50
forms in Chapter VI are cross referenced back to items in this
chapter. Exhibit V.2 on page V-3 provides more information on the
example data.
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Exhibit V.1

THE J-50 REPORT FLOW FOR THE SUBMITTAL OF
FIRST PERIOD, SECOND PERIOD, AND ANNUAL REPORTS

Special Education Local Plan Area (SELPA)
Data Gathering

SELPA Allocation of Instructional Personnel Service Units (IPSUs)
to Local Educational Agencies (LEAs)

SELPA Notification of Revenue Data from External Sources
(e.g., Public Law 94-142 Grants)

LEAs Complete J-50 Worksheets
Using Data Provided by Internal and External Sources

LEAs Complete J-50 Data Sheet II

e
SELPA Reviews LEA J-50 Forms and Submits These Forms and All

Other Required Forms to the County Office of Education

County Office of Education Reviews J-50 Forms and
Submits the Completed J-50 Report

V -2
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Exhibit V.2

USING EXAMPLE DATA IN CHAPTER V TO
PRACTICE COMPLETING J-50 FORMS

This manual is arranged so that a reader car' actually complete a practice J50 Report.

Chapter V includes a complete set of example data for the hypothetical Delta Unified
School District, as well as selected accompanying data from the hypothetical White
Cloud SELPA.

As a practicum, the reader may wish to use the data in Chapter V to complete part or
all of a J-50 Report for the Delta District using his or her own blank J-50 forms.

The practice J-50 Report may be checked by comparing it to a fully completed J-50 for
Delta District in Chapter VI.

In any case, the data item lists and descriptions in this Chapter can be useful to
persons preparing J-50s for their own LEAs.

Most data items for Delta District in this Chapter are presented on Data Collection
Workshee' THESE WORKSHEETS ARE NOT REQUIRED, but they may be useful
models for LEAs and SELPAs. Blank worksheets are presented in an appendix as a
convenience.

V-3
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1. IniPA-Level Distribution of IPS Units

The reader should note that this chapter is intended to facilitate
SELPA-level collection of local educational agency data required
to prepare the 3-50 Report. Data collection is probably the most
time-consuming portion of the 3-50 process. Data collection is
also an area where many errors are made, so accuracy is of
fundamental importance.

This section consists of a description of the data item, the
source, and the use of that data on a 7-50 form. It should be used
in conjunction with summary data worksheets presented later in this
chapter. For each data item/step, a full example is presented,
with results in each gray box keyed by a letter code to demonstrate
the flow of calculations between steps. Specifically, the first
time a letter code (e.g., "A") appears, it signifies that a key
data element has been derived. Each subsequent appearance of that
same letter code indicates the use of that data element as part of
an additional calculation. Single letter codes represent non-
infant steps, while double letter codes (e.g., AA) represent infant
steps. The reader should note that this is only a guide to the
data collection process. As well, the sample worksheets are not
required, but are intended to assist each LEA in preparing
materials to meet its unique needs. Blank 3-50 data collection
worksheets are provided in Appendix B of this manual.

P5
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DATA TO COLLECT
FROM WHERE/WHOM

ARE DATA COLLECTED?
ONTO WHICH FORM
DOLS DATA GO?

Non-Infant

1.1) Determine units on
the J-50 FR2 form.

- Ages 0-2
- Ages 3-21

4111.2) Determine IPS
Units transferred
in and transferred
out.

State-generated
J-50 FRZ form with
adjustments made by
the SELPA director.

3-50 LPA Schedule B
& Infant Schedule B
(green & pink long
forms)

1.1

RSP
DIS

NON-1NFANT (3-21) J-50 FRZ DATA

State
Pre-Printed
Allocation

62.00
33.00
28.00

Adiustments
Requested Difference
APPROVED

61.00
34.00
28.00

12100 FINN'
A

0.00

SELPA Director/
Program Director
(Based on agreements
with other SELPAs)

3-50 LPA Schedule B
and Infant Schedule
B (green & pink long
forms), and Data
Sheet III

1.2). NON-INFANT (3-21) TRANSFERS IN AND OUT
IPS Units By Setting:

SOC RSP D1S TOTAL

Approved Units 61.00 34.00 28.00 123.00 A

Transfer of Units In From:
Singing Bird SELPA (to Delta Dist.) 1.30 0.60 1.90
Bright Sun SELPA (to Omega Dist.) 0.60 0.10 0.70

Transfer of Units Out To:
Green Tree SELPA -0.30 -0.10 0.40
Singing Bird SELPA -1.00 .0.50 1.50

34.00 28.10NET TOTAL 61.60 123.10 8

The approved units for each instructional setting must match the
total reflected on Schedule B (EDP 995, P-1, and EDP 994, P-2),
which includes the units allocated to LEAs within a SELPA, (EDP

981, P-1, and EDP 983, P-2), and units transferred out to other
SELPAs (EDP 992, P-1 and EDP 993, P-2). The transfer of units in
must match Schedule B1 EDP 997 for P-1 and EDP 999 for P-2.
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FROM WHERE/WHOM
DATA TO COLLECT ARE DATA COLLECTED?

ONTO WHICH FORM
DOES DATA GO?

1.3) Allocation of IPS
Units within SELPA
by instructional
setting (SDC, RSP,
or DIS), and by
number of aides
(0, 1, or 2).

SELPA Director/
Program Director
(Based on adopted
SELPA local plan
mechanism for IPS
Unit distribution.)

3-50 LPA Schedule B
and Infant Schedule
B (green & pink long
forms)

WITHIN SELPA

SDC RSP DIS TOTAL
One Aide Two Aides No Aide One Aide

4.00 0.00 0.00 4.20 3.00 11.20
38.05 3.45 0.00 20.10 16.60 78.20
15.10 1.00 0.00 9.70 8.50 34.30

0.00 34.00 28.10 -123.70!WO. 4.45

5536 4A5 61.50) 0

1,3) NON-INFANT (3-21) ALLOCATIONS

Alpha District
Delta District
Omega District

TOTAL

No Aide

0.00
2.00
0.00

I 240
0 (2

Please note that Step 1.3 includes transfers into the White Cloud
SELPA, so it will reconcile with the sum of the SELPA's allocation
(EDP 981 at P-1 and EDP 983 at P-2) and transfers in (EDP 997 at
P-1 and EDP 992 at P-2) on Schedule B.

At this point, it is useful to check the full utilization of SDC
aide allocations (1.05 aides per SDC unit. This 1.05 factor does
not apply to infants):

Total SDC aide entitlement: 61.00 :DC FRZ units x 1.05 = 64.05
Aides transferred ovt: less .70 SDC one aide - .70

less .60 SDC two aide - 1.20
Remaining SELPA aide entitlement: 62.15
Aides transferred in: plus 1.90 SDC one aide + 1.90
Total SELPA fundable aide entitlement: 64.05

Proof on SDC 1.05 aides = 61.00 SDC FRZ units x 1.05 = 64.05

Aide entitlement allocated to SELPA and units transferred out of
the SELPA: 62.15 + .70 + 1.20 = 64.05

The SELPA may not exceed the calculated SDC aide entitlement when
determining its distribution of 0, 1 and 2 aide SDC units. This
must include allocation to entities within the SELPA and
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allocations to other SELPAs. Therefore, SDC units transferred into
a SELPA should not be included in this calculation.

Steps 1.1 through 1.3 must be repeated for infant (ages 0 - 2) IPS
Units. They are shown here as "Infant Steps" 1.4 through 1.6.

1.4) INFANT (0-2) J50 FRZ DATA

State Adjustments
Pre-Printed Requested Difference
Allocation APPROVED

SOC/1 1.00 1.00 OMO

SOC12 2.20 2.20 OMO

RS' 0.20 0.20 OMO

OM 0.80 0.80 OMO

4.20 0.004.20
AA

1.5) INFANT (0-2) TRANSFERS IN AND OUT
(PS Units By Setting:

SOO

Approved Units 3.20

Transfer of Units In: 0.00
Transfer of Units Out: 0.00

NET TOTAL

RSP OIS TOTAL

0.20 0.80 1.---Tirri
0.00 0.00 0.00
0.00 0.00 0.00

I- 7 0.20 0.80 I 4.20
CC 88

1.6) INFANT (3-21) ALLOCATIONS WITHIN SELPA

RSP TOTALSDC DIS
No Aide One Aide Two Aides No Aide One Aide

Alpha District 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 OMO 0.00 0.00
Delta District 0.00 1.00 1.20 0.00 0.20 0.60 3 00
Omega District 0.00 0.00 1 00 0.00 OMO 0,20 1 20

TOTAL 0.00 0.20 0.800.00 1.00 2.20 4.20

CC 0 1 4- 2.2 3.20 BB

Finally, by combining the results of steps 1.3 and 1.6, a summary
number of IPS Units allocated for both infants and non-infants can
be obtained for each of the SELPA's member LEAs.

SUMMARY FOR J50 ALC: ADD NON-INFANT TO INFANT

SX RSP DIS TOTAL

No Aide One Aide Two Aides No Aide One Aide

Alpha District 0 00 4 00 0 00 0 00 4 20 3 00 11 20
Delta Distr:ct 2.00 37 05 4 65 0 00 20 30 17 20 81 20
Omega District 0.00 15 10 2 00 0 00 9 70 8 70 35 50

TOTAL 200 56 15 6 65 0 00 34 20 28 90 127.90

EE
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At this point, it is useful to check the SELPA's IPS Unit total,
net of transfers in and out, with the number of units it has
allocated to its member LEAs.

atm J50 R , Ages 3.21
J50 FRZ, Ages 0.2
3.21 Transfer In
3.21 Transfer Out
0.2 Transfer In
0.2 Transfer Out

TOTAL

123.00
4.20
2.60

1.90
0.00
0.00

1 7.9

V-8
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2.14A-Levez us pats Operated Versus Units Allocate4

After SELPA distribution of IPS units, individual LEA worksheets
can be prepared.

FROM WHERE/WHOM ONTO WHICH FORM
DATA TO COLLECT ARE DATA COLLECTED? DOES DATA GO?

2.1) Determine the
number of IPS
Units allocated
by the SELPAs and
unit transfers
received from
other SELPAs.

SELPA Director or J-50 ALC
J50 LPA

2.1) ALLOCATED UNITS: DELTA UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT (From STEP 1.3 & 1.6)

sOc RSP MS I TOTAL

No Aide One Aide Two Aides No Aide One Aids

Ages 3 21 (Step 1.3) 2.00 36.05 3.45 0.00 20.10 16.60 78.20

Ages 0 2 (Step 1.6) 0.00 1.00 1.20 0.00 0.20 0.60 3.00

TOTAL 2.00 37.05 4.65 0.00 20.30 17.20 81.20

2.2) Determine if IPS SELPA
Units allocated Director/Program
serve severely Director
handicapped or
non-severely
handicapped
pupils.

J-50 ALC

2.2) SEVERELY HANDICAPPED VERSUS NONSEVERELY HANDICAPPED UNITS ALLOCATED

SDC

No Aide One Aide Two Aides

Severely Handicapped
Non.Severely Handicapped

0.00
2.00

20.00
17.05

4.65
0.00

Repeat steps 2.1 and 2.2 for P-2.

V-9



DATA TO COLLECT
FROM WHERE/WHOM
ARE DATA COLLECTED?

ONTO WHICH FORM
DOES DATA GO?

2.3) IPS Units
operated, by
instructional
setting.

Special Education
Program Records or
Payroll Records.

J-50 IPS

2.3) DISTRIBUTION OF UNITS AT 13-1 (Based upon Units Operated)

SOC RSP DIS TOTAL

No Aide Cne Aide Two Aides No Aide One Aide

Ages 3 21 2.00 37.00 3.45 0.00 20.30 16.74 79.49
Ages 0 2 0.00 1.00 1.20 0.00 0.20 0.60 3.00

TOTAL 2.00 38.00 4.65 0.00 20.50 17.34 82.49

2.4) Units operated,
by Severely and
Non-Severely
Handicapped.

Program Director/
Accounting Records/
Payroll Records.

J-50 IPS

2.4) DISTRIBUTION OF UNITS AT P-1 (Severely Handicapped versus Non-Severely Handicapped)

SDC

No Aide One Aide Two Aides

Severely Handicapped
Non-Severely Handicapped

0.00
2.00

20.00
18.00

4.65
0.00

For purposes of illustration, and consistency with examples of
completed J-50 forms in Chapter VI, steps 2.3 and 2.4 are repeated
in the following examples for the second reporting period.

UNITS OPERATED AT P-2
SDC RSP DIS TOTAL

No Aide One Aide Two Aides No Aide One Aide

Ages 3 21 2.00 39.00 3.45 0.00 20.80 17.24 82.49
Ages 0 2 0.00 1.00 1.20 0.00 0.20 0.60 3.00

TOTAL 2.00 40.00 4.65 0.00 21.00 17.84 85.49

SOC

No Aide One Aide Two Aides

Severely Handicapped 0.00 20.00 4.65
Non-Severely Handicapped 2.00 20.00 0.00

V-10
71



FROM WHERE/WHOM ONTO WHICH FORM
DATA TO COLLECT ARE DATA COLLECTED? DOES DATA GO?

2.5) Calculation of
DIS, Classified
and Certificated
FTEs.

Program Records/
Payroll Records

J-50 IPS

2.5) CALCULATION OF D1S CLASSIFIED AND CERTIFICATED UNITS

Certificated EDP 511
Classified EDP 513

P.1 FTE P.2 FTE ANNUAL

14.00 14.50
9.25 9.50

Multiply classified aide FTEs by the conversion factor to get the
number of IPS Units operated.

IMPORTANT NOM

Data on units operated should be collected from program
officials;

Program officials should provide employee names to correspond
to units;

Employee names should be reconciled back to payroll to ensure
that salaries are charged to proper programs.

V



3. LEA-Leyel Data from State Exhibit* and Related Sources

This section includes data items which can be obtained from P-1
State Data Sheets, other sources such as revenue limit funding
summaries, and ADA reports. These data are summarized in 3-50 Data
Collection Worksheets I and II at the end of this section.

DATA TO COLLECT FROM WHERE/WHOM ONTO WHICH FORM EDP # FOR
ARE DATA COLLECTED? DOES DATA GO? TARGET FORM

3.1) Support Services Ratio State Data Sheet I 3-50 SSR/LGF

3.2)

3.3)

- Support Rate
- Non-Severe Rate
- Severe Rate
- SSR for Non-Base

Year Operators

Local General Fund
Contribution (LGFC)

1979-80 Cost Per ADA

State Data Sheet I

State Data Sheet Y

J-50 SSR/LGF

3-50 SSR/LGF

3.4) Prior year unit rates: State Data Sheet I 3-50 UR

- SDC Rate
- RSP Rate
- DIS Rate
- Aide Rate

3.5) DIS Ccnversion Factor State Data Sheet I 3-50 IPS

3.6) FTE factor for aides
(To calculate FTE
aides, divide aide
hours by 6 or
unique FTE factor
from 1980-81.)

LEA Records for
the Base Year

3-50 IPS

3.7) DIS operated, 1980-81: State Data Sheet I J-50 ENT

635
646
647

648

445

449

284
285
286
291

513

267

- Regular 067
- Ncn-deficited units 067

7
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4)

DATA TO COLLECT FROM WHERE/WHOM ONTO WHICH FORM EDP # FOR

ARE DATA COLLECTED? DOES DATA GO? TARGET FORM

3.8) STRS adjustment State Data Sheet I J-50 NET/ENT 338

3.9) Current year K-12 ADA Estimate from
Revenue Limit
Worksheet,
Schedule El,
EDP 027 less 028

J-56 SSR/LGF 451

3.10) Current Year Revenue Form K-12 J-50 NET/ENT 329

Limit Rate Per ADA. (P-1,P-2,A) Revenue J-50 NPS 705
Limit Worksheets

3.11) LCI Pupil Counts
(Unduplicated/Dup.)
Ages 3-21

R-30 Pupil Count
or MIS (Management
Info. System)

N/A (Used to N/A
Calculate Non-
Deficit IPS
Units)

3.12) Actual or Calculated Calculated with J-50 IPS N/A
Non-deficited Units LCI pupil Count

From 11, or Actual

Non-deficited units may be calculated two ways, actual units
oper;ted in LCIs or LCI pupils as percent of total pupils served;
e.g., a district operates five SDCs serving 50 students. Ten
pupils, or 20% of students, are from LCIs; therefore, 20% of the
five units (1) is non-deficited.

3.13) Actual Aide Program Director/ J-50 IPS
hours / FTEs: Payroll Records

- Non-severely handi-
capped

- Severely handicapped

(Divide hours by 61
or unique FTE Rate.)

3.14) Current Year SDC ADA Estimate/Actual
From ADA Report

V-13
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DATA TO COLLECT FROM WHERE/WHOM ONTO WHICH FORM EDP # FOR
ARE DATA COLLECTED? DOES DATA GO? TARGET FORM

3.15) P.L. 94-142 Funds SELPA Director 3-50 NET/ENT 335

-Dec. pupil count
less 3-4 not-RIS.
Do not include infants
or 22 year olds.

- Grant amounts
distributed
internally by SELPA.

3.16) District revenue COE/District 3-50 NET/ENT 344
distributed under
Education Code
Section 56713.
(Only applies to
select counties.)

COE and/or SELPA Only.

Districts do not complete 3-50 forms which require data from items 3.17
through 3.25 of this section.

3.17) Revenue Limit
from Districts

3.18) Property Taxes

Estimate or
Actual From COE
Form 0

3-50 NET/ENT 333

Estimate or J-50 NET/ENT 339
Actual From Form 0

3.19) COE SDC ADA Estimate or J-50 DYR
Actual From ADA

Tier 1 (Column A) Reports
- Current year P-2 101
ADA, K-8 Column A

- Current year P-2 107
ADA, 9-12 Column A

Tier 2 (Column B)
- Current year P-2 101
ADA, K-8 Column B 1111

75
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DATA TO COLLECT FROM WHERE/WHOM ONTO WHICH FORM EDP # FOR

ARE DATA COLLECTED? DOES DATA GO? TARGET FORM

- Current year P-2
ADA, 9-12

- Longer year
Current year P-2
ADA, K-12

3.20) County Revenue
distributed under
Education Code
Section 56713.
(Only applies to
select counties.
SELPAs should submit
complete methodology
to the state.)

SELPA Only

107
Column B

115A

COE J-50 EDP #340; J-50 NET/ENT 342
if EDP #340 is
negative, revenue
is distributed to
districts based on
pupil count on J-50
EDP #344.

4111

Data items 3.21 through 3.25 are relevant only to SELPAs.

3.21) P.L. 94-142 Grant
The sum of EDP 335
for all LEAs in a
SELPA must equal the
amount listed for a
SELPA on EDP 373 on
the J-50 NET/ENT.

3.22) 3-4 Not-RIS Pupils

Grant Award J-50 NET/ENT 370

Prior year, Dec. 1 J-50 NET;ENT 371
Unduplicated Pupil
Count (R-30).
If an LEA does not
have a final count, an
estimate should be used.
When a final count is
received by the state,
the state will auto-
matically replace the
LEA's estimate with the
correct final count.
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DATA TO COLLECT FROM WHERE/WHOM ONTO WHICH FORM EDP # FOR

ARE DATA COLLECTED? DOES DATA GO? TARGET FORM

3.23) Estimated/Actual
Current Year Dec. 1
Pupil Count for P-1.
Average of December
and April for P-2

- Ages 0 - 21
- Ages 3 - 4, not-RIS

3.24) CBEDS Current Year

Program Director/ J-50 NET/ENT
R-30 Report

CBEDS Reports J-50 NET/ENT
Pupil Enrollment Filed in October

- CBEDS for the SELPA
- 10% CBEDS

3.25) Low-Incidence
Pupil Count

357
362

359

Prior Year Dec. 1 J-50 NET/ENT 364
Count (low-incidence
categories only from
R-30)

The worksheet which follows contains each data item, from 3.1 through
3.25. It has been completed with imaginary data for Delta Unified
School District, a member of the "White Cloud" SELPA. In areas where
timing precludes finalized data from an LEA, the CDE will use other
subsequently reported data to insert final accurate figures.

77

V-16



J-50 DATA COLLECTION WORKSHEET I
DATA FROM STATE EXHIBITS AND OMER SOURCES

DATA TO COLLECT
NO CHANGE

EDP 131/P2/ANNUAL P 1

3.1. a Support Services Ratio 635
b. Non-Severely Handicapped 646
c. Severely Handicapped 647
d. Average 648

3.2. Local General Fund Contribution 446

3.3. 1979-80 Cost per ADA

3.4. Prior Year Unit rates
a. SDC Rate
b. RSP Rate
c. DIS Rate
d. Aide Rate

3.6. DIS Conversion Factor

449

284
285
286
291

513

3.6. Aide Full Time Equivalency Factor 267

3.7. DIS Units Operated
a. Total Units Operated, 1980-81 67
b. Non-Deficited Units, 1980-81 67

3.8. STRS Adjustment 338

3.9. Current Year K-12 ADA 461

3.1. Current Year Revenue Umit 329

3.11. LCI Pupil Count (Ages 3-21) N/A

3.12. NonDeficited Units
a. NSH SDC, No Aide
b. NSH SDC, One Aide
c. NSH SDC, Two Aides
d. RSP, No Aide
a. RSP, One Aide
1. UIS

g. SH SDC, No Aide
h. SH SDC, One Aide

I. SH SDC, Two Aides

3.13. Aide Hours divided by 6 hours, or
by FTE Factor from #6 above

a. Non-Severely Handicapped
Severely Handicapped

3 14. Current Year SDC ADA

3.15. Federal Public Law 94-142 Funds
Pupil Count
OR Grant Amount

626
528
530
546
632
648
562
564
666

572
574

327

335
335 $330,454 $330.454

0,8701
0.5215
0.6701

0

$530,000

$49.00

$32,492
$34,404
$33,448
$12,424

0 3614

6.00

15.34
1.30

$40 000

P 2 ANNUAL

12,000.00 12,100.00

2,750.00 2,750.00

60 60

0.00 0.00
2.00 2.00
0.00 0.00
0.00 0.00
0.70 0.70
1.30 1.30
0.00 0.00
1.00 1 00
2.00 2 00

32.75 34.75
34.50 35.00

350.00 370 00

1.165 1,165

0 3.16. Ed Code 56713 funds from County 344 $60,000 $60,000 $60,000
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J-50 DATA COLLECTION WORKSHEET II
PRIOR YEAR DATA FROM STATE EXHIBITS AND OTHER SOURCES

COE AND/OR SELPA ONLY

NO CHANGE
DATA TO COLLECT EDP # 131/P2/ANNUAL P.1 P 2 ANNUAL

COE OR SELPA

3.16. Revenue Limit Funds from Districts 333 0 0 0

3.17. Property Taxes 339 0 0 0

3.18. COE SDC K-8 ADA Tier 1
COE SDC 912 ADA Tier 1
COE SDC K-8 ADA Tier 2
COE SDC 9-12 ADA Tier 2
COE MC K-12 ADA Longer Year

101
107
101
107
115

3.19. a. Ed. Code 56713 Funds to Districts 342
b. Ed. Code 56713 Funds to County 344

SELPA ONLY

3.20. Federal Public Law 94-142 Grant 370

3.21. 3-4 Year Old Not-RIS Pupil Count 371

3.22. Current Year December Pupil Count
at P-1 and Average December
and April at P-2

a. Total, Agos 0-21 357
b. Aps 3-4, Not-RIS, 362

3.23. CBEDS, Current Year Pupil Count N/A
10 Percent of CBEDS Count 359

3.24. Low-Incidence Pupil Count 364
(prior year December)

V 18

N/A N/A N/A
N/A N/A N/A
N/A N/A N/A
N/A N/A N/A
N/A N/A N/A

0 0 0

$60 000 $60 000 $60 000

$567,302 $567 302 $567 302

7;)

80 80 80

2,100 2,100 2,100
05 es 85

20,000 20,0(0 20,000
2,000 2 000 2,000

100 100 100



4. LEA-Level Extended Year Data

This information pertains mostly to extended year programs during the
summer months, but is required of certain year-round schools and in
other limited instances as well. Data Collection Worksheet III
summarizes the data items which are required in this category.

DATA TO COLLECT
FROM WHERE/WHOM ONTO WHICH FORM
ARE DATA COLLECTED? DOES DATA GO?

4.1) Days taught for
extended year:

- 3-4 RIS: NSH & SH;
- 5-21: NSH & SH; and
- Infant: NSH & SH.

4.2) Extended Year SDC
Enrollment:

- 3-4 R1S: NSH & SH;
- 5-21: NSH & SH; and
- Infant: NSH & SH.

4.3) Actual Extended Year
Units Operated:

- 3-4 RIS, NSH & SH
SDC Units & aides,
and DIS Units;

- 5-21 NSH & SH
sDC Units & aides,
and DIS Units; and

- Infant NSH & SH
SDC Units & aides,
and D1S Units.

4.4) LCI Pupils in Extended
Year Programs, or
non-deficited units.

State school
registers (Forms
J-32-R and J-32)/
program director

State school
registers (Forms
J-32-R and J-32)/
program director

State school
registers (Forms
J-32-R and J-32)/
program director

J-50 EXT

J-50 EXT

J-50 EXT

J-50 EXT

Calculation varies:
Identify classes which specifically serve LCI pupils; or
Calculate LCI pupils as percentage of total students, and apply
that percentage to the total number of classes; e.g., 110 total
students are served in 10 funded classes. There are 20 LCI
students counted in the 110. 20 divided by 110 equals 18%, so
18% of 10 funded classes = 1.8 classes.
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FROM WHERE/WHOM ONTOWHICHFORM
DATA TO COLLECT ARE DATA COLLECTED? DOES DATA GO/

4.5) State school pupils
attending extended
year programs.

3-4 RIS NSH
3-4 RIS SH
5-21 NSH
5-21 SH
Infant (0-2) NSH
Infant (0-2) SH

Special Education J-50 EXT
Director / Other

Data Collection Worksheet III on the following page contains example data
for Delta District for items 4.1 through 4.5.

Si
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J0 DATA COLLECTION WORKSHEET III
EXTENDED YEAR DATA COLLECTION

DATA TO COLLECT EOP OP

J110 EXT
COLUPM P -1

4.1. DAYS TAUGHT

a. 34 RIS NSH 621 A 0

b. 3-4 RIS SH 555 A 30
c. 5-21 NSH 621 0 30
d. 5-21 $H 555 D 30
a. Infant (0-2) NSH 650 A o

f . Infant (0-2) SH 665 A 30

4.2. ENROLLMENT

a. 3-4 RIS NSH 529 A o

b. 3-4 RIS SH 563 A 14

c. 5-21 NSH 529 D 96
d. 6-21 $H 563 D 130

a. Infant (0-2) NSH 654 A o

f . Infant (0-2) SH 669 A 12

4.3. UNITS OPERATED

a. SDC 3-4 RIS NSH 534 A 0

b. SDC Aides 3-4 RIS NSH 534 o 0

c. 01S 3-4 RIS NSH 634 C 0

d. SDC 5-21 NSH 534 0 9.00

a. WC Aides 5-21 NSH 634 E 9.00

f . DIS 5-21 NSH 534 F 3.00

9. SDC 3-4 RIS SH 569 A 2.00

h. SDC Aides 3-4 RIS SH 569 e 4.00

I. DIS 3-4 RIS SH 569 C 0.67

j. SDC 5-21 SH 569 0 18.00

k. SDC Aides 5-21 SH 569 E 32.00

I. MS 5-21 SH 589 F 5.33

m. SDC Infant (0-2) 670 A 2.00

n. SDC Aides Infant (0-2) 570 o 3.00

o. MS Infant (0-2) 570 C 0.67

4.4. NON-DEFICITED UNITS OPERATED

a. SDC 3-4 RIS NSH 535 A 0

b. SDC Ades 3-4 RIS NSH 535 d 0

c. DIS 3-4 RIS NSH 535 C 0

d. SDC 5-21 N511 535 0 1.00

e. SW Aides 5-21 NSH 535 E 1.00

f . DIS 5-21 NSH 535 F 0

g. SDC 3-4 RIS 511 584 A 0

h. SDC Aides 3-4 RIS SH 584 e o

I. DIS 3-4 RIS SH 584 C 0

j. SDC 5-21 SH 584 0 3.00

k. SDC Mies 5-21 SH 584 E 5.00

I. DIS 5-21 SH 584 F 1.00

4.5. STATE SCHOOL PUPILS ATTENDING EXTENDED YEAR PROGRAMS

a. 3-4 RIS NSH 561 A 0

b. 3-4 RIS SH 588 A o

c. 5-21 NSH 551 D o

d. 5-21 SH 588 D 0

e. Infant (0-2) NSH 551 A o

f . Infant (0-2) SH 588 A 0

V-21.
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5. LEA-Leyel Nonpublic School Data

Data for nonpublic schools should be collected from contracts with
NPS. The program director should have this information available.
Please refer to Form J-50 NPS, Parts I and II, for detailed
instructions.

For eaoh nonpublic school placement, the following data are needed
to complete the J-50 forms:

5.1. Nonpublic school's name
(Indicate whether the nonpublic school is located out of state
or is an NPS authorized by waiver);

5.2. Name and address of Licensed Children's Institution (LCI) or
Poster Family Home (FFH) where NPS pupils reside, if
applicable;

5.3. License number of LCI or FFH;

5.4. Funding level classification: A, H or C

- A: District/county office placement made by the LEA,
including expanded IEP team placements;
70% funded

- B: District/LCI or foster family home placement. Non-LEA
residential placement but parent resides within district
boundaries and retains legal responsibility. See the
COE,s Question and Answer document for more detail.
70% funded

C: County office/district/LCI or foster family homes and
hospitals, residential placement made independently by
agencies other than LEA;
100% funded

(See Form J-50 NPS for more detailed definition of A,B or C
designations.)

5.5. NPS ADA related to data in 1, 2, and 3;

5.6. NPS costs tor ADA reported in 4;

5.7. Number of pupils associated with related services costs
reported in 5.8;

5.8. Related servicL:, crsts for pupils reported in 5.7 (Related
services costs mdy aot be reported as NPS T;osts [in item 5.6]
and related services costs [in item 5.8] simultaneously.);

5.9. Assessment/identification costs for pupils residing in
Licensed Children's Institutions reported in 5.2;

5.10. Fiscal Year 1989-90 Base Revenue Limit, EDP 115 from District
Revenue Limit Form.
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VI. 7-50 ENTITLEMENT CALCULATIONS

The previous chapters of this manual have described the history,
governance, and basis for special education funding, as well as
offering a time line and a checklist of the data required to
complete the J-508. In this chapter, these concepts are applied
to the J-50 forms themselves. First, the chapter lists the forms
and describes the relationship between them. The remainder of the
chapter is organized around each individual J-50 form or worksheet
(including state data sheets). The chapter includes a brief
narrative concerning each J-50 form, as well as a completed example
of each form. These examples are cross-referenced to Chapter V,
which indicated sources and time lines for data. If the form is
required for both the first and second reporting periods, a
completed example is provided for each period - the first period
reports are typed directly on a pre-printed 7-50 form, while the
second period reports are printouts generated using*the California
Department of Education's J-50 Reporting software.

ORIENTATION FOR VIE J-50 FORMS AND PROCESS

This section discusses the forms that comprise the J-50 Report and
the reporting process.

Forms Which Make Up the J-50 Report

Each J-50 form is listed below. The forms are grouped in a
sequence which is consistent with the flow of computations of
funding entitlements and net special education income. After each
form a note indicates whether the form is required for the First
Period (P-1), the Second Period (P-2), and/or the Annual (ANN)
Report.

Data Provided by the California Department of Education and the
SELPA:

- State Data Sheet I (P-1, P-2, ANN);
- J-50 LPA Schedule B (P-1, P-2);

Regular Year Instructional Personnel Service Unit Entitlement:

- J-50 UR
- J-50 ALC
- J-50 IPS

(P-1);
(P-1, P-2);
(P-1, P-2);

*Information about this software is available from the California
Department of Education. Please contact your assigned special
education fiscal analyst.
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Extended Year Instructional Personnel Service Unit Entitlement:

- J-50 EXT (P-1);

Nonpublic Schools Entitlement:

- J-50 NPS (P-1, P-2, ANN);

Longer day and year incentives for county offices of education:

- J-50 DYR (P-1, P-2);

Support Service Entitlement and Total Entitlement Computation:

- J-50 SSR
- J-50 ENT

(P-1);
(P-1, P-2);

Computation of Net State Aid:

- J-50 LGF (P-1);
- J-50 NET/ENT (P-1, P-2);

Report of J-50 Calculations Filed with the California Department
of Education:

- SELPA Administrative Unit (SELPA AU) forms:
-- J-50 FRZ (3-21 year and infant, if applicable);

LPA - Schedule El (3-21 and infant, if applicable);
- - Data Sheet III (if units are transferred); and

P.L. 94-142 - Methodology for Distribution;

- COE forms:
- - J-50 DYR;

- LEA forms:
-- State Data Sheet II;
-- Certification; and
-- J-50 NPS Parts 1 and 2 as applicable.

Each of these forms is discussed separately within this chapter.
The discussion for each includes:

Purposes of the Form;

Data Sources/Inputs Required for the Form;

Data Output/Product of the Form;

1st Period, 2nd Period and Annual Report Considerations;

State Data Sheet II Postings; and

Common Errors in Preparation.
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Key entries on various example 3-50 forms in this chapter have been
cross-referenced to data source steps in Chapter V so that readers
can better understand the sources of data for each form. For ease
of reference, key data items on the actual 3-50 forms are
identified by a circled letter code as described in Exhibit VI.1
below.

EXHIBIT V2.1
REFERENCE CODES FOR REY DATA ITEMS

IN THE EXAMPLE J-50 FORMS IN THIS CHAPTER

CODE 12411&LTBI

A - IPS Units allocated to Delta District by White Cloud
SELPA for ages 3 to 21;

B - IPS Units transferred to Delta District by another SELPA;

C . IPS Units allocated to Delta District by White Cloud
SELPA for infants (ages 0 to 2);

D - Total IPS Units allocated to Delta District (A+B+C);

E . Actual IPS Units used for severely handicapped pupils by
Delta District;

F - Balance of allocated IPS Units for non-severely
handicapped pupils;

G - Total Full-Time-Equivalent DIS Units Operated;

H - Regular IPS Units funded that are subject to State
Revenue deficit (Regular units are equal to total IPS
Units funded, less infant units and non-deficited units);

I - Aide entitlement (calculated at one aide for each SDC and
RSP IPS Unit allocated with one aide, and two aides for
each SDC IPS Unit allocated with two aides).

The State Reporting Process

It should be understood that the primary purpose of the J-50 forms
is to assist districts in calculating their special education
revenue. Most of the 3-50 forms are not actually filed with the
state. Instead, the district prepares the J-50 using information
provided by the state (State Data Sheet I), the SELPA (Schedule B,
etc.), and internal district records. After preparing the 3-50,
selected information from the 3-50 is posted to the state
transmittal form (State Data Sheet II). Then Data Sheet II, the

VI-3



District J-50 NPS forms, and District Certification of the
information are transmitted to the SELPA. The SELPA puts
information from all SELPA members together and transmits the
information to the state. The state then uses the information to
compute the district's actual special education funding. Examples
of State Data Sheet I and State Data Sheet II for each reporting
period (1st period, 2nd period and annual) along with a brief
narrative on each are included in this section. Also, a brief
section on State Data Sheet II is included in the narrative for
each J-50 form, since proper posting of 3-50 information to Data
Sheet II is essential to accurate state calculations of a

district's entitlement.

Reportina Perspective

For purposes of this chapter, this manual uses the perspective of
the person in the business office who is responsible for computing
the district's special education funding and filing the district's
portion of the 3-50 with the SELPA. For this reason, forms and
processes pertaining to counties and SELPAs are discussed only to
the extent that they affect a district's J-50 reporting. If the
information on the J-506 is to be consistent and correct, the
person completing a district's J-50s must communicate and work
closely with:

The district special education department;

The individual at the SELPA responsible for preparing and
filing the SELPA-wide J-50s;

The attendance accounting office; and

other individuals within the business office, such as payroll
staff.

:Iviividuals responsible for SELPA forms should review Chapter IV
to understand the full process.

Data Sources and Data Output

In the narrative on each of the forms we have included a section
on both data sources f2r and data output from the particular form
under discussion. This will clarify the typical flow of each form
in which data are introduced into the form, calculations are made
based on those data, and then the results of the calculations are
transferred to another form or to State Data Sheet II.

ist Period. 2nd Period. and _Annual Reports

The J-50 funding and reporting process requires submittal of data
to the state twice during the year (i.e., 1st period about December
1 and 2nd period about April 15) and for the filing of seected
information for a final annual calculation after the year is
closed. For this reason the calculations on the J-50 forms may be

VI-4
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so

different for the 1st and 2nd period reports. We have included in
this section examples of both 1st and 2nd period forms if there
are differences between them. In the narrative on each form, we
have outlined these differences in reporting processes.

Common Errors

The final section in the narrative for each form describes the
common errors the state has found with J-50 information filed by
LEAs and SELPAs. This section also includes a discussion of
measures which may be helpful in avoiding these errors.

VI-5 F. S



STATE DATA BESET

State Data Sheet I is designed to provide information from state
data bases to districts to use in their calculations. The data are
prepared and sent by the California Department of Education
immediately prior to each reporting period with the J-50 forms
package. For P-1 the Data Sheet I displays established values
which the LEA will need to complete its J-50 forms. /nformation
reported by the LEA in the previous reporting period is included
at the P-2 and annual reporting periods (i.e., Data sent on 1st
period reports are included on Data Sheet I information sent for
2nd period, etc.).

The Data Sheet I lists each district's data in conjunction with
form, EDP number, and columnar references. For this reason, it is
necessary for most users to refer to the J-50 forms to interpret
and identify Data Sheet I values.

Data Sheet I is also used to amend data previously reported to the
state in the P-1 and/or P-2 submittals. For further detail, refer
to the California Department of Education's Questions and Answers
document (General Section).

13-1 Data Sheet I Values

Prior Year IPS Unit Rates to J-50 UR;

Support Services Ratios to J-50 SSR;

DIS Units to J-50 ENT (Level Operated in 1980-81);

1979-80 LGFC and Cost per ADA to J-50 LGF;

STRS Adjustment to J-50 NET/ENT; and

DIS Conversion Factor for Classified DIS.

P-2 Data Sheet I Values

J-50 allocations and transfers in and out for pupils aged 3
to 21 and 0 to 2 (infants) for P-1;

Severe/non-severe allocation for P-1;

P-1 total operations;

Aide entitlement and aides used for P-1;

For each respective extended year program:
Days taught;
SDC enrollment;
Actual SDC units, aides and DIS units operated;
Non-deficited SDC units, aides, and DIS units funded; and

VI-6
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- Regular extended year and non-deficited extended year IPS
unit entitlements.

ikimuat pate Sheet I Valu s

J-50 allocations and transfers in and out for pupils aged 3
to 21 and 0 to 2 (infants) for P-1 and P-2;

Severe/non-severe allocation for P-1 and P-2;

P-1 and P-2 total operations;

Designation of infant and non-deficited units funds;

Aides used for P-1 and P-2;

For each respective extended year program:
- Days taught;
- SDC enrollment;
- Actual SDC units, aides and DIS units operated;
- Non-deficited SDC units, aides, and DIS units funded; and
- Regular extended year and non-deficited extended year IPS

unit entitlements.

P.L. 94-142 grant deduction.
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J50 DATA SHEET I
roA1E OF CALIFORNIA
PIPARTMENT OF EDUCATION

198940 FIRST PRINCIPAL

111010N1 COI DISTRICT'

40, NAME' Blue Sky County

FORM EDP NO.

DISTRICT'

COLUMN A

Delta Unified
COLUMN I COLUMN C COLUMN 0 COLUMN E COLUMN F

J 50SSR/WF 855 .5701
414i .5215
847 .5701
648 .0000

445 530,000
449 49.00

J SO-UR N 292
291

32,492
12,424

34,404 33,448

SO-IPS 513 .3614

H
co

.1 SO-ENT 111580 15.34

J SO-NET 558 40,000

THESE ARE THE 1938-89 UNIT RATES (SOC, OSP, OIS AND AIDES) FON NON-SEVERE AND SEVERE. 1989-98 UNIT RATES HILL SE CALCULATED
ON THE P-1 J50-UR USINO MIS 1988-19 SASE RATE INFORMATION.

91
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f.IAIF OF CALIFORNIA
PIPARIMLNI OF EDUCATION

111140m:

10 NAME:

FORM

i SO IPA
CAM. II/

4 21

J SO-IPA
(S(H. 11)

0 - Z

.1 SO-AIC

J SO-1PS

J SO-EXT

J50 DATA SHEET I
(USE THE J50 DATA SHEET I TO REPORT REVISIONS
TO 1989-90 P-1 REPORTED DATA. IF NECESSARY.)

1989-90 SECOND PRINCIPAL
PAOE 1

COI DISTRICT:

Blue Sky County

EDP NO.

N 980
MS 992

996

0 880
1114 892

896

599

SOO
503
SOS
509
507
517

502
504
506

572
574

521
529
554
535
553
605
551

DISTRICT:Delta Unified

COLUMN A COLUMN I

2.00 34.75
.00 .00
.00 1.30

1.00
.00

4 00

.00 20.00

37.35
29.30

0
.nn .00
.00 .00

0 1

COLUMN C

3.45
.00
.00

1.20
.00

.1 QP

4.65

.00

.00
n
0

COLUMN 0

.00

.00

.00

2.00
18.00
.00
.00

20.50
17.34

.00
20.00
4.65

30
96

9.00
1.00

0

COLUMN E

20.10
.00
.00

.20

.00
on

9.00
1.00

1

COLUMN F

16.00
.00
.60

.60

.00

al..

3.00
.00

49,466
4,834

IirVISIONS TO EDP NUMIERS 900 AND/OR 880 WHICH ADJUST UNITS AMONG SOC. RSP. AND DIS WILL REQUIRE P-1 J-.4-FRZ
FORM REVISIONS AS APPROPRIATE.

411 AU (SELPA-LEVEL) DATA ONLY.

PLEASE NOTE: REVISIONS TO EDP NUMIERS 992, 996, 892 AND 896 MILL REQUIRE COMPLETION OF THE P-2 REVISIONS TO P-1 TRANSFERS
OF INSTRUCTIONAL PERSONNEL SERVICES UNITS FORM. PAGE 2 OF THE J-50 FORMS.

I



J50 DATA SHEET I'OAK OF CALIFORNIA (USE THE J50 DATA SHEET I TO REPORT REVISIONSOIPARIMENI OF EDUCATION
TO 1969/90 P-1 REPORTED DATA, IF NECESSARY.)

kIWON: MOO COI 37 DISTRICT' 68338

CO. NAME: Blue Shy County DISTRICTIDelta Unified
Fool EDP NO.

50-EXT (CONTINUED) 555
563
569
584
580
602
588

650
654
655
664
665
669
670< 678

i.-i

679
680

0

95

1989-90 SECOND POINCIPA1
PACE 2

COLUMN A

30
14

2.00
.00

0
0

.00

30
12

2.00

14
0

COLUMN II

4.00
.00

1

.00

3.00

1

COLUMN C

;070
24,387

0

.08

.67
22,359

COLUMN D

30
130

18.00
3.00

COLUMN E

32.00
5.00

1

COLUMN F

'5.33
lt00

173,552
34,623
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g-so LPA.BCHODULE B - DINTRIBUTIOILOP netts TO OPIRATINO ENTITIES

PJAMEILL

Both the non-infant (ages 3 to 21) and the infant program each use
a Schedule B to communicate the allocation of each type IPSU to
their member operating entities. On both the non-infant and the
infant forms, each member of the SELPA is listed and receives an
allocation of SDC and RSP IPSU with aides, as appropriate, and a
DIS IPSU allocation to meet their programmatic needs. The Schedule
Bs are also used to record transfers in, the distribution of units
transferred in to member districts, as well as to record units
transferred out to other SELPAs. In addition to allocating the
SELPAs, IPSUa and transferred units, these forms provide a check
to ensure that units allocated to members plus units transferred
out do not exceed the total number of units allocated to the SELPA
on the ages 3 to 21 or infant program 3-50 FRZ. The ages 3 to 21
program Schedule also provides a check on the allocation of 1.05
aides per SDC.

Dgta Sourcul

Total IPS Units available for distribution, by instructional
setting can be obtained from the 3-50 FRZ for the current year.

SELPA allocations made within the 3-50 LPA Schedule B are made
according to the adopted and approved special education local plan
procedures. These procedures should be obtained from the SELPA
director.

Units transferred in and out must be obtained from agreements with
other SELPAs, or directly from the SELPA Director or Program
Director. These transfers should be verified at each reporting

period.

pata Outputs

IPS Unit allocations (including allocations from the SELPA and
transfers in) must be posted to the 3-50 ALC from both the 3 to 21
age and infant Schedule Bs.

VI-14
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let Period. 2nd Peri9d and Annual Reports:

SELPAs must complete, and districts should receive, information
regarding the Schedule B at each reporting period. The final
allocations for the year are simply an average of units allocated
in the first and second periods, however.

Data Sheet II:

Schedule B data are posted to Data Sheet I/ and are filed directly
with the state by each SELPA.

r,6
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CALIFORNIA STATE
DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION
J-50-LPA-SCHMULE 11 (Rev. 09-89)

County llImft SkY

J-50-1.1A-SCHFWLE 13 - NTS 3-21 FROMM
DISTRIBUTION OF INSTRUCTIONAL PLIISONNEL SIRVICE 1.11.41TS TO OPERATING ENTITIDI

MR 1989-90

1.11,Latanberieon carried _to two decimal _places. :

1. Taal IPS units available by setting for funding

Local Plan Area White Cloud

1989-90 First Principe!

Th1h form 1s ishued on
crven, 14" paper.

C.ohilin A ; Column 33 : &Inn C
; EDP : SWIAL DAV ; RISOUROE : DESIGNATED .

ClASSES sii*iisrs ... INST. & SUS. . TOW
.4.

. a
. . I

(from 1989-90. P-1 J-so-rm Column 8) ' 955 :_ 00 : 34 .0 0 '.----6 --- ..----
123 AO .

1

Collate 33

Distribute the IPS units listed above on lines 2 and 3 below.

1-t 2. Distribute units to entities within sour SEIRAI

:

EDP . Pio Aide
hti, ' CulunFIA.,_j

%Lux my CIASSES : RIIIDLIRCE SPECIALISTS 1 _AIL_ I

: FIE :: ons_ Ayle Tifia

Cojisiii 13 : Calms(

;

: .

.

a

4 no:

Aides : No Aide : 9ne Aide

C : Column_D

;

a.

.

a. .

; Cohan 8
,

:

.

4 .20

: Column r :

; :

. a

..

: 3 .00_

a

.

a

: 980
980

980

9110

980

980

4;
_2_

NAME CW DISTRICT/COUNTY TO WHI(H UNITS ARE ALLOcATED:
a. Dlhtr1cl A1)161 - (Whitt. Cloud SELPA)

b. Ottitrici_ DeitA_z_Ayhlto Cloud SEITA) : DU_ 41.

.:

8 .40(I.o.. I .111-,i

'hit 0 C. 3 W Li' ChM. S I. '

1

_14. ..1.5

14 50.
o

1 00.
: 9 .70

d. I I

:

f. ;

9. : 980 ; I :

h. 980

1. ; 980 a_ :am

Subtotal from attached sheet(s) if needed . __
5 I .45 4 00 27 .40

Subtotal of units allocated within this SELPA (Total line 2) 981 25 : 4

3. Transfer units to another SEIM:

Nee of SELPA:

..L.Lula_ILga.:,11.LAL__=_Ltlum..14_111.11L111111A1_111.1(12.
. 491 :

10 .10 :

60 ;
b, '..1_11.4.111.1LJULLEIJILL.- Vim Whitt (Amid slim 441 :

40; .50 :

r. : 991 :

- .

SU/U.1AI frIgn attached sheet181 if needed
SkAtActal of unite transferred to vother SFJPA (Total line 3) 942 6n. am.

601

tiMpLal IPS units allocated in each Culumn
t c

(Total of lines 2
;10

BEST COPY AVAILABLE
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CALIFORNIA STATE
DEPARIVIENT OF EIXIC1TICt1

J50-LPA-SCHIMULE B (Rev. 09-89)

COWt y

J-50-LPA-SCHEECIE 8 - AGES 3-21 PROGRAM
(continued)

Local Plan Area White Cloud

: All numbers on this page shall be :

: carried to two decimal places. :

5. Transfer units received by this SELPA:
List the name of the SELPA transferring units to) your SELPA and the :

none of dintriat/munty where pupils are being provided service.

1989-90 Pivot Principal

This form is issued on
Green, 14" paper.

SPECIAL DAV CLASSIS AESOURCE SPECIALISTS 1 018
Aide : One Alft_ TWo Aides : ,NO Aids I : :

: Nu. : Column,A : Column 9 : Column C :io : column t ColumnLle

411P. V, 1.2 a. FROM Sinau_Dird SELPA TO Delta (White (loud SELPA); 996

-4
1

I. ;

b. FROM aright Sun SELPA To Ihnvita (White Cloud SELPA): 996
:

c. FROM TO 998 . :

d. FROM TO 996 . . : :

e. FROM TO 996 :

f. FROM ...... TO 996

mum TO 996
:

: I I

h. min TO 996 1

9ubtDtal from attached sheet(s), if needed

60

I I I

60

.10

I

. 1, I : :

I : :

'
Total units tragsferred to this SELPA (total of line 5) 997 : , 1,90 :

I

,70;

NOTES: a. Education Code Section 567601e1 lunits 3-50 funding to each San to an average of one teacher and 1.05 aides per special class or

center; therefore5 on line 4, EDP 995 your SDC-two aide allocation may only exceed your SOC-no aide allocation by .05 times your SOC.

J-50-FRZ, line 1, EDP 955A, to wit, (EDP 995C - EDP 99514) may equal but not exceed 4.05 x EDP 955AI. 1To verify that you have not

exceeded 1.05 aides per SDC, please note that you must complete the J-50-LPA-Schedule 8, Page 14.1

b. bducation Code 56362(1) states 'At least eighty percent of the resource specialists within a local plan shall be provided with an

instructional aide."

c. The total of units on line 4. Columns A, 8 and c cannot exceed the IPS units from line I, column A; the total of units on line 4

Columns D and E cammot esceed the IPS units from line 1. Column B. the total of units on line 4, Column F cannot exceed the IPS

units from line 1, Column C.

4111010Eliti P11



CAL1F'ORN1A STATE
DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION
J-SO-LPA-SCHEDULE S (Rev. 09-89)

CALCULATION Of MAXIMUM SDC aloe ALLOCATION:

.1-50-LPA-SCHROULE B - AGES 3-21 PROGRAM 1989-90 First Principal

WORKSHEET TO VERIFY 1.05 SDC AIDE ALLOCATION

I. SOCfRZ, somber of units SELPA is allocating in SIC setting (from J-50-LPA-Schedule N.

Lime 1, RDP 955, Column A).

2. MUltiplied by 1.05, the maximum number of aides the state will fund per SOC unit

GI 00

Ted:. form Is 1:isued un
Green, 14" paper.

.11 LOS

3. Maximum INC aft which ULM may allocate, Line 1 tines Line 2 (two decimals) 64 OS

allUAL DAY_CLASIgi
NO AIDE ONE AIDE TWO AIDES

ColAA Cal, Col. C.

SEC A10E5 ACTUALLY ALLOCATED SY SELPA;

<
1.4

1 4. SOC units allocated, from J -SO-LPA -Schedule A, Line 4,

)--,

in
Of 99$ Col, A, 8 end C (Sum of Col. A plus 8 plus C must equal

SOCIIRZ on Lima 1)
2. _00 51.95 05 61.00----- ___..

S. Multiply by number of SCC aides Per unit
1__.0 1 3

6. Number of SOC aides geoerated in each SOC aide category.

Lime 4 times Lime S
0 53 2_95 1(t..) J.Q_

1. Total SIC aides allocated; tater amounts from Line 6,

Columns I and C and sum
_
5 1 , 9 5 1 0 /0 64,05

8. Maximum 110C side allocation leas actual SOC aides allocated, Line 3 minus Line 7

a. If the value computed on Line 8 is zero, you have maximized your SELPA's SIC aide allocation.

b. If the value computed os Lime A is positive, your STIPA is entitled to more SOC aides than currently allocated, sad you may

increase your SDC aide allocation by the anount oe Lase 8. To increase your SEC aide allocatioa, move the Omits on Line 4 from

the tero aids setting into the cm aide setting and/oc move omits from the one aide setting iato the two aide sallies.

c. If the value computed as Line 0 Is 'Negative, your SELF& has allocated more SDC aides than it has available, and you must

decrease your SDC aide allocation by the amount on Lime s. To reduce your SVC aide allocation, move the unite oa Line 4 from the

two nide settimg into the ome aide settles aod/or move units fros the one aide &mime into the zero side netting.

ImPORTANT: Do sot increaae or decrease your total ember of SIC units (aziount on Line 1) to adjust for as overallocatiom Or

underallocatios of SOC aides, unless you inteod to subsit a revision to your J-so-raz foru. To Correct the eitUattoOS

described is lb oc c above, SOc units aie soved among the aide categories, while the total SDC umits available ter

allocatioe remains unchanged.

If you have moved SPC units as the result of the calculation on Line 8, verily that your SOC aides are now properly allocated by

repeatiag steps 4-8 above.

BEST COPY AVAILABLE
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CALIFORNLA STATE
DEPARDONT OF EDUCATION
.1-50-LPA-INFANT SCHEDULE 8

(Rev. 09-89)

County

J-50-1,RA - INFANT SCHFDULE 11 - AGES 0-2 PROGRAM
DISTRIBUTION OF INFANT INSTRUCTIONAL PERSONNE1. SERVICE UNITS TDOPMATING ENTITIES

FOR 1989-90

LOCAI Plan Area

..1111.1.0.1.

1989-90 First Principal

This form is issuvd un
Pink, 14" papur,

AAA/AAAAAA'ARAMIIIANAAIrArrAmAAMIRMA.11111

SPECIAL DAY CTASSES : RESOURCE : DESIGNATED :

: All numbers on this nage shall be carried to two decirelplaces. : EDP ONE AIDE : TWD AWES : SPECIALISTS : INST. 4 SVS. : Turk',

NO. COLON A : COLUMN 8 : C010141.____LO .; COLUM E
1. Total Infant IFS units available by setting for funding

. .

(from 1989-90 P-1 IDIAL J-50-FR2 Column 81 855 1 .00 2,20 : .20 : 80 : 4. 20

SPECIAL DAV CLASSES : RESOURCE SPECME1S42 : Da
Distribute the Infant IPS units listed above on lines 2 and 3 beim. E.DP Nu Aide One Aide Tisi Aides : MAW_ ' One Aide : rre

Colurrn A Column 8 Col C : Column D Co E : Co F

2. Distribute Infant units to entities wi_tha..your_gALELP a

NAME OF DISTRICT/COUNTY TO WHICH INFANT UNITS ARE AlloCATEDI

V,11, ,

I I .1111

1

a. District Delta 880

b. Oltarict Omega 880

c. 880

d. 880

e 880

f.

9.

880

h. 880

1. 880

Subtotal frum sttachLd %hea(s) if necuded

Subtotal of Infant units allocated within this SEW.% (Total line 2) : 881

3. Infant units transferred to anotber SLIPA:

Name of SLIM;

a. : 891

c.

Subtotal from attached itheettel tf melded

1 .00 1. 2_

1 00
4111111.O.1 . 20 : 60-6 20

:

20 ; 80;

o 00 .

Subtotal of Infdht unita transferred to another SELPA (Total !me 3) .. 892 A

0 0
Itnet. 2 and 31...: 895_1 . 4.14. Ttital infant IPSUs allwat-ed in each Column(' ITotal

,00

1 JO



CALIFORNIA STATE
DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION
J-50-LPA-INFAM SCHWULE 8
(Rev. 09-89)

County Blue Sit"

J-50-LPA-INFAINT SCHEDULE B - AGES 0-2 Plim;RAM

(continued, Thih form is ishued un
Pink, 14" paver.

1989-90 First Principal

Lucal Plan Ared JauljkluA)gi

: All numbers on this page shall be :

: carried to two deeimaljp1soes.

5. Infant Units transferred ho this SFLPA:
List the name of SELPA from which Infant IPSUs are being transferred
and the name of the distriothwunty where ltdants are being served.

el

IL'

d.

SPECIAL my CLASSES : RESOURCE SPECIALISTS ins
: EDP : No Aide : One Aide "ha) AideT4 : Ma Aade One Auk- rrE

ljpi,_: colum

:

TO 896 1 .

TO 896 1 '

TD 896 1 . . .

896 1 a .

e. TO 896 1 ' . .

I. lo 896 1 .......

g TO 896 f .

h. FR34 TO 896 1 . .

Subtotal (run attached sheets, if needed '

Total Infant units transferred to this SFLPA (Total of line 51 '_89_7 L,,_s_.i

_

; mmas maaaaa * mama

0.00 0 p0 0 00

NUTLS: a. All entities allocated infant wilts must be designated as an infant program provider in the StLPA's approved local plan for the infant

program.
b. Edication code 5028.810 states that Infant Resuume Specialist programs must le supported by one aide.

c. The total of units on line 4, Column B cannot ewe& the IPS units from line 1, Column A; the total of units on line 4, Oolumn C

cannot exceed the IPS units from line I, Column B; the total of units on line 4, Column I canna exceed the IPS Unit* from line 1.

Column C; the total of units on line 4. Column C canioal exceed the tist.dl IPS units from line 1, Colson D.

BEST COPY AVAILABLF
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_ .

purpose:

This form is used to determine the current year IPS Unit Rates.
The Unit Rates are then used in several other J-50 forma to compute
a district's:

IPS Entitlement (3-50 IPS);

Extended Year IPSU Entitlement (J-50 EXT); and

Support Entitlement Adjustments (J-50 ENT).

Each unit rate is based on prior year rates. This form takes these
prior year rates and makes appropriate adjustments to increase the
rates for the current year COLA.

Data Sources:

Data Sheet I provides the district's prior year rates.

Data_00plit:

The "Aide Base Rate" (line 4, column B) is used in computing
the unused aide adjustment on the J-50 IPS;

The applicable Current Year Unit Rates (line 7, columns A to
F) are multiplied by funded units on the J-50 IPS to
determine the IPS Entitlement; and

The SDC, DIS and Aide Base Rates (lines 1, 3 and 4, column
B) are used to compute modified unit rates for extended year
sessions.

7,1 1 computations should only have to be made for the 1st period
since the unit rates will not change during the remainder

of the year.

Data Sheet II:

Since the data necessary to compute the needed rates are already
maintained by the state in its computer data base, none of this
information needs to be posted to Data Sheet II.

I I!)
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CALIICRNIA STATE
DEPAIMENT Of EDUCATION
J-50-UR (Rev. 09-89)

County Blue Sky

J-50-UR
UNIT RATES FOR INS1VUCTIONAL PERSOISM SEWICE UNITS

District Delta

_Durirrsi suLt.be e swho

LINIT RATES

110111111101.0.11.

Weal Plan Area

1989-90 Firet Principal

White Cloud

1. SDC base rate Ifrom 1989-90 P-I Data Sheet 1, EDP 292 Column M..

2. RSP base rate

3. DIS base rate

4. Aide base rate for non-severely and severely handicapped Ifram
1989-90 P-I Data Sheet I. EDP 291 Column 81

(from 1969-90 P-1 Data Sheet I, EDP 292 Column

((rom 1989-90 P-1 Data Sheet 1, EDP 292 Column r)

Colurn A Column B
EDP
M.

1988-09
Base Rate

1989-90
Base Rate

(Coll A ttres 1.0464)

284

285

286

291

32,492 14 , 000

34 404 364000

31,448 35,000

12,424 13,000

1/44,

1989-90

SEVERE/NON-WERE SCC UNIT RATES NA-SEVENE UNIT RATES

:

:Unit Rates by Setting and Minters of Aides : M.

: Column A : Column B : column C : Column D cajumn E Adumn F
Designated
Instruction
Services

15,000
-111,1N.

- 3

Special
: Day Class
: No Aide

: Special
: Day Class
: Coe Aide

:

:

Special
nay Class
Two Aides

:

:Specialist
:

:

.

.

1

Resource

No &pie

16,000

:

:

:

:

Resource
Speciallst

One Aide

16,000

5.

b.

7,

1989-90 Base Rates (For Columns A, B and C use the :

data from line I, Column B: for Columns D and E use :

line 2, Column 8; for Column E use line 3, Column W.: 281

Aade rate (For Columns B and E. use LIne 4, Colurn B;:
for Column C, use Imp. times Line 4. Column 13) 290

.

1989-90 Unit Rates. Line 5 plus Line 6 292

:

34,000 14,000 .

.

.

:

.

:

14,000

21i,Do01 1 11,000

47000

11,000

49 000
.

: ilieiglil
.

: 60,000
,

. 16,000 : 15,000 :

IONITRAal.P1)

()
BEST COPY AVAILABLE
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J-50 ALC - ALLOCATION 07 IPS UNITS FOR NON-SEVERELY HANDICAPPED
AND SEVERELY HANDICAPPED PUPILS

Purpose:

This form is used to summarize a district's allocation of IPS units
from its SELPA (Schedule 10 and to divide the district's allocation
of Special Day Class (SDC) IPS units between Severely Handicapped
and Non-Severely Handicapped Settings. These allocations provide
the basis, in part, for computation of the district's IPSU
entitlement after the allocations have been posted in the J-50 IPS.

Data Sources:

The data sources for a district's allocation of IPS units for each
setting are the Schedule B forms which are prepared by the SELPA.
The division of a district's allocation of IPS units between
Severely Handicapped and Non-Severely Handicapped settings can be
obtained from the district's special education department. Please
note that the sum of IPS SDC units in severely and non-severely
handicapped settings cannot exceed the total SDC allocations from
the SELPA.

Data Output:

The allocations of se4ere and non-severe IPS units are posted to
the J-50 IPS for compLtation of the IPS Entitlement.

ist Period. 2nd Period and Annual Reports:

A district's final allocation of units for the year is an average
of units allocated on the 1st period report (about December) and
units allocated on the 2nd period report (early April). Therefore
for the 1st period report, only P-1 allocation of units are
reported. For the second period report only P-2 allocations of
units are reported. The 1st period and 2nd period forms take this
into consideration by shading out the area of the form that does
not apply to that reporting period. No separate entries are
necessary for the annual report.

pats Sheet ILL

Only the allocations of Severely Handicapped SDC units are posted
to Data Sheet II for transmittal to the state. The state receives
total district allocations by setting from the Schedule Bs filed
by SELPAs. The state uses Schedule H data and subtracts the
severely handicapped allocations reported on this page to compute
the non-severe SDC allocations.

VI-20



Common Errors:

1) Allocations are either not posted correctly from Schedule B
or not posted correctly to the J-50 IPS after division
between severely handicapped and non-severely handicapped
units. Close coordination is needed with the SELPA official
who prepares Schedule B to ensure that the allocation for a
district is the same as the allocation used in that
district's J-50 calculations.

2) Severely handicapped unit allocations are not reported and/or
are not posted to Data Sheet II. Care must be taken to ensure
that these units are reported since severely handicapped
units will not be funded if allocations are not reported for
them.

3) Severely hvndicapped SDC unit allocation reported exceeds
total district allocation for SDC settings received from the
SELPA. A district's allocation ca *not exceed the units
allocated by the SELPA even if the district actually operates
more units than are allocated.

VI-21 3



J-50 NURIGHEETS

CALIFORNIA STATE J-50-ALC
DEPARTMEIC OF EDUCATION ALLOCATION OF IPS UNITS FOR
J-50-ALC IRev. 09-891 NON-SEVERELY HANDICAPPED AND SEVERELY HANDICAPPED PUPILS

1989-90 First Principal

County District _Draw) Local Plan Area White Cloud

<
: Afi-niilleii on this-Pa;i-shall be : : ppEctu DAY CLASSES : RESODFTEJACV!.ISTS : DIS .

1.4

NJ : LO twy decimaLplacee. . EDP No Aiil : One Aide : Two Aides : No A'ide : Mot A40 : FTE :

Cialunnii- :__ColymR_E_L_ ClAyAn D : CC umn E : Colgan F :

I. Allocation of IPS units from lines 2 and 5 of the P-1 . .

1989-90 J-50-IPA-SCHE1.ULE B PLUS lines 2 and 5 of the

P-I 1989-90 J-50-1PA-INFANT SCHEDULE Ba 591 17,05 : 1/..61.;.___________._:______ _211.3.1.: ____U2.0-:02. 00
. .

. !

.

Distribution of line 1 amounts between units for non-severely
hindicapped pupils and severely handicapped pypils. ,

.

. .

.

.

.

(Alp. V, 2 4

4. Allocation of IPS units from lines 2 and 5 of the P-2

IPS units for severely handicapped pupils

P-2 1989-90 J-50-LPA-INFANT SCHEDULE B
1989-90 J-50-1PA-SORIELE B P1.41S. lines 2 and 5 of the

(transfer to J-50-1PS, ltnes 8-10, Column AI 599

593 __------.........!

0,00 :

I

i

I

I

20.001,

17 05 :

. !

.

.

I
I

,

4,65

e I

1

i

I
i

1

1

........--m.....,.

g ......, : .....,_...

0

II

I

$

'

----4...-.....!

20.30 : 17.200
...............;-------,---(2)

I,

$

I!

I

i

.. ;

2. IPS units for non-severely handicapped pupils
(transfer to J-50-IPS, lines 2-7, COlumn A/ 597 2 00 '

0 00 ;

:

.

Distribution of line 4 amounts between units for non-severely .

. !

.

. .
.

,
. . . 1

handicapivd pupils and severel) handicamed pupils. . . . .

. 1 1 , .

. . . .

I I I 1

15. IPS units for non-severely handicapped pupils . . .

(transfer to .1-50-IPS, linos 2-7, Column Di 594 : !

I i

It's units for severely handicalred pupils
..........!* , ,.....------..

:

(transfer to J-50-1Ps. lines 8-10. Columm Ft) 546 ',. . l ! . , _..;..

J ft.
. I of Ant uji it and requ I di r UT1 Its are LI tit) ford of 1 ine 1 , 114' 541. Co 1 isms

1.1`.11-\11 . 1' 1

4111
114
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CALIFORNIA STATE
DEPARTNENT OF EDUCATION
4150.ALC (Rev. 03.89)

County SLUE SKY

.1.50 WORKSHEETS

J50ALC
ALLOCATION OF IPS UNITS FOR

NON.SEVERELY HANDICAPPED AND SEVERELY HANDICAPPED PUPILS

District DELTA UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT

Second Principal

Local Plan Area White Cloud

I. Allocation of IPS units from lines 2 and 5 of the P.1
1988-89 J50.LPASCHEDULE 8 PLUS lines 2 and 5 of the

EDP

NO.

SPECIAL DAY CLASSES

No Aide One Aide
Coumn A Column II

Two Aides

Column c

RESOURCE SPECIALISTS

No Aide One Aide

Column 0 Column E

DIS

FTE

Column F

P.1 1988.89 J50LPAINFA4T SCHEDULE 8 591 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Distribution of tine 1 amounts between units for non.severely
handicapped pupils and severely handicapped pupils.

2. IPS units for non.severely handicapped pupils

(transfer to J.50IPS, lines 2.7, Column A) 597 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

3. IPS units for severely hamdicapped pupils

:=1

(transfer to J.50114, lines 8.10, cotumn A) 509 0.00 0.00 0.00 XXXXXXXXXXXX XXXXXXXXXXXX XXXXXXXXXXXX

I

NJ
LJJ 4. Allocation of IPS units from lines 2 and 5 of the P2

198889 .1-500A-SCHEDULF S PLUS lines 2 and 5 of the
P.2 198889 .1.50.0A.INFANT SCHEDULE II 593 2.00 37.05 4.65 0.00 20.30 17.20

Distribution of line 4 amounts between units for non.severely
handicapped pupils and severely handicapped pupils.

5. IPS units for non-severely handicapped pupils

(transfer to .1.50IPS, lines 2.7, Column II) 594 2.00 17.05 0.00 0.00 20.10 17.20

6. IPS units for severely handicapped pupils

(transfer to J50IPS, lines 5.10, Co(umn 8) 596 0.00 20.00 4.65 XXXXXXXXXXXX XXXXXXXXXXXX XXXXXXXXXXXX



47.40 21111 -AMMO Mt NICOULPAR Mkt ISIOTIWCTIPAL PONONN117; sumg
Purpose:

The J-50 IPS is a three page form used to compute a district's
Instructional Personnel Service (IPS) Unit Entitlement. /n terMs
of funding, the IPS entitlement represents the greatest proportion
of district special education funding, so it is vital that this
information be computed and reported correctly. On the first page
of the J-50 IPS form, funded units are determined based on the
lesser of units allocated or units operated in each setting. On
the second page of the form, funded units are multiplied by unit
rates to determine the IPS entitlements for regular, non-deficited,
and infant units. Finally, on the third page, actual Full-Time-
Equivalent Aide positions operated are reported. If Full-Time-
Equivalent Aide positions operated are less than positions funded,
then the entitlement is reduced.

Data Sources;

Data Sources for these forms are as follows:

Allocations of IPS Units from SELPA - i.osted from J-50 ALC;

Unit Rates - Posted from J-50 UR;

Actual Units Operated - Information is generally obtained
from the district's Special Education Department, but Full-
Time-Equivalent Employee information reported must be
consistent with payroll records tor P-1 and P-2 census dates.
DIS unit and aide calculations are completed based upon
models provided on the 7-50 forms; and

Non-deficited Units - Information may be obtained from the
pupil count or by a determination of actual operations with
LCI pupils. The CDE Questions and Answers document describes
more fully the methodologies acceptable for calculating non-
deficited units.

Full-Time Equivalent Aides used - Same source as Actual Units
Operated.

Data Output:

The IPS Entitlement Amounts (lines 17 and 21) and unused aides
(lines 24 and 25) are posted to the J-50 ENT for computation of
the district support services entitlement and the total special
education entitlement.

VI-24



Increases in units froM P-1 to P-2, i.e., units that Were not in
operation at P-1 but Subsequently started at P-2, are Only allowed
one-half support entitlement. Using the data reported on the IPS
form, the difference in units funded between P-1 and P-2 must be
computed and analyzed to complete the district support entitlement
on the 7-50 ENT. Increases in units reported for the support
adjustment should not include increases which are due to current
year growth units, units reallocated within the SELPA, or units
transferred into the SELPA form another SELPA.

The final annual calculation is based on the average of P-1 and P-
2 units. For the P-1 report only P-1 units are reported and for
calculation of funding the units are treated as if they would be
the same for the full year.

At P-2 the 2nd period allocations and actual IPS units operated are
reported. Funding is based on the average of the P-2 units
reported and the units reported on P-1.

NOTE: If at P-2 it is necessary to amend data reported to the state
on P-1, this is accomplished by changing State Data Sheet I (for
P-2) and filing the revised Data Sheet I with the state at P-2.

An annual report would not be filed unless an amendment is needed
since this information has already been collected at P-1 and P-2.

pate Sheet II:

The following information must be posted to the Data Sheet II for
transmittal to the state: Units operated, DIS FTE for certificated
and classified personnel, aides used, unused aide adjustment, units
funded for the non-deficited and infant categories, and total IPSU
entitlement amounts. Only actual units and aides are needed by the
state to compute IPS entitlements since unit rates are already
resident in the state's computer data base and /PS allocations are
posted to Data Sheet II from the J-50 ALC and SELPA prepared
Schedule B. The total IPS entitlement amounts are collected by the
state as check figures to detect keypunch or other reported errors
in the calculation process.

gammon Ertors:

1) Classified DIS Full Time Equivalents (FTEs) reported in line
lb-column A are reduced by the factor in column B. The full
number of FTEs is to be reported in column A. The appropriate
reduction will then be computed in column C. Reducing the
Column A FTE will result In an inappropriate double
reduction.

2) Fund'-ng is lost because units allocated and units operated
on lines 2 through 10 are not properly aligned. See note b
on the J-50 IPS for examples and a fuller explanation of this
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problem. As you prepare the report, if yoU find it shows yoU
arG losing funding for units, the following Steps should be
taken:

X) Check to see that allocations have been correctly carried
forward from the SELPA Schedule B to the J-50 ALC and
from the ALC to the appropriate lines on the J-50 IPS;

B) Check to see that the number of units reported as
operated is correct and that units are reported on the
proper lines.

Note: All units operated except those funded from
federal Infant Discretionary funds, P.L. 99-457
Preschool funds, federal low incidence services
funds, and LCI Mid-Year Impaction Emergency Funds
must be reported.

C) If the problem still exists, the next step would be to
see if the problem is due to the alignment of aides
within the SDC or RSP settings. See Footnote B on the
first page of the 3-50 IPS for a further discussion of
the issue. Be sure to realign units within each setting.

D) Check to see that on lines 11 through 21, the sum of
units in columns B plus C plus D equals the number of
units shown in column A. (Column B, C and D cannot be
negative numbers.)

E) If either unused allocations or unfunded units remain
after these steps, the district Special Education
Director and Budget Officer/Business Manager should both
be made aware of the situation. Many SELPAs have
agreements to temporarily transfer unused allocations
from one member to other members with unfunded units.

The Special Education Director would generally be
responsible for working out these arrangements. Also,
the Budget Officer/Business Manager has overall
responsibility for the total district budget and
should be made aware of this because of the financial
impacts. However, because of the shortfall in growth
funding, many districts must operate unfunded units.

3) On the second page of the J-50 IPS(columns B, C, & D) ftinded
units are distributed between regular, non-deficited, and
infant programs. Inappropriate designation of regular units

as infant or non-deficited units results in a misstatement
of regular funded units since the sum of these columns cannot
exceed the funded unit totals in column A. The sum of units
reported in columns B, C and D must equal units reported in
column A for each EDP number. Allocated infant units should
be provided to you by your SELPA and should agree with the
units they report to the state on the J-50 LPA and transfers

VI-26
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in on Schedule B. Non-deficited units are for unite operated
for children residing in Licensed Children's Institutions.

I 14?

VI-27



CALIFORNIA STATE
DEVARIMIT Cf EDUCATION
J-50-IPS 1Rev, 09-891

County Blye Sky

1989-90 first Principal

J-50-IPS
FUNDING roR imam yEAR permatom PERRaNNEL soma mars

District De lta Lccal Plan Area _White Cloud_

:mart* s on tw_ljgg,Lpjisgg.AjsgZdec
: i_skher_h:_sohaej_j_s

1. CONVFXSION Cf D1S FULL-TUNIE : EDP :Rctuai ?re used : Conversion :Units a:erste:1 :

EQUIVALENTS INDO %NITS OPERATED* : No. ' 12-1-88 ' friar :toot A s 00 SI:
a. Certifitatcd ' 511 il ........:61:81...4...-.......-14.011.1.

b. Claesified- 513 0

c. Total ' 515 '
401 11 SA (3

CiT.IPARISON OF UNITS ALICQTED TO WITS
OPERATED FOR U. moss Sumas : units rom P1 1 ant *.ir i ,,.:', ,I,

: J-50-Ale :. 61504.14,.. it-....4001101.1.....i:
4014.4141101.110: EDP : line 2 or 3 :',2Ansii

KINAEYFRFIA AVDICIPPM

4. Special day class, two sides

:. Special day class, no aide
3. special day class, one aide

a. Subtotal of lines 2. 3 and 4.

411...1.411JUNIMMtbiLV

: LI '
: 510 :

SOO ; 2.00 : 4....;,.,*

.

',4. 1!'"ii
.1

C ikgeoit.'rs4 4
.
e 4...if alti .e. .

...: ....2
. '

..

a. Subtotal of lines S and 6 1 e
......-t . -1s.-14.4.- w ..,ali11.

e .., .

'.7.2144.1. 'PM ISINNEW 464,04*411

S . Resource special ma, re aide 509 : il
.

, ,.,9i.

It 6. Resource specialist, one aide ' 507 1 II ' ,, 4g, aftael eia,..

NJ
I

7. Designated instruction and services
6
..: 517 .

' 524 :

M. ... 44'; ZPSZEIr:7"
,,.......:, - . I 1

MM.". IMIIIIIIMM2 liantr.1.79L. 2.r.
co

A .t......,. , -..- . II

imnauptgUs201g2 Is

8. Special day class, no aide
,,

I I 1
, f.441.114.'4Atiir *. ,4% :

'.*1

9. Wecial day class, one aide ..' DIMPIIIIMIMIIIIKUNIED119151=111111

l 111NM1111111111IINIM10. Special day class. tee aides

tik§.1
a. for the classified DIS conversion factor laide to teacher salary ratio), refer to your 196940 P-1

b. To ensure thwt you do not Icor funding for units operated, you must report the operation of your urti
in your unit allocation, even if you actually used tower or greater numbers of aides. For example,

operated if you reported as follow

tellMila 9M-LAW Lasser of,allocated or oneyete4

Soc - no aide S 0 0

SOc - one aide 9 0

SOC two aides 6 22
20 20

Er-ire-NYEK.Z..20.-M
nip DS rrc INSTRUCTIONS Clip. V, 2.3 & 2.6

:hits operated
at P-1.

PAM efitatal Averogi;'
#Akt:oalt: P4. mkt, (ag t) Ai :

diOdid, 2 "'I. 'V. ,* &"'...,$./
I PP

lilt .4i,
!.. 74ksia! Ti

.: 502
504

506

: ..

0
6

3) ., .16 44101A).

I

Sheet I, EDP 513, Column S.
(calm with the same nukes of aides as shown
would lose funding tor 14 units whith you

Chp, V, 2.4

Any adjustment necessary for the daffarence in actual rrE aides operated and units allocated will be computed on lines 22 through 26 of this fore.

iv MX 090M THIS KOMMENT EN COWIN D Of TH2S PAGE.
c. For units operated in the DIS setting 1EDP 51701, use the value ocivuted in EDP 515. Colman C.

d. An scc or RSP unit aunt be in operation by the last full school month ending on or before Deoember 31 to qualify as a unit operated during the

first Principal apportionment period. A month is defined as tour wreks.

e. 00 not report units financed with tedtral infant discretionary funds. federal LC1 Plid-Year Impaction funds. or PL 99-457 federal preschool fun& as

units operated in Colurn D.
The operation of all other unite me he reported in Column 0.

1°2
41) BEST COPY AVAILABLE



INSISOCTIONS Ma =WITTING DIS ruueorne minimums

The period for which you are computing full-time equivalent MET Designated

instruction and ServiCes (Wi) units should begin with the 'tart of the whool
year and extend through Cocerber 1, 1989. Detailed instructions for
computing these FTEs are as follows:

XDP No. 511. Wiens A and C: Enter the number of FTE certificated staff
utilized in providing DIS to pupils as specified in their individualized

education pr'grame tIEPW. This FIE is to be based on the percentage of

tine utilized and carried to twb decimal places. An example of the

computation of this rrE of certificated specialists is as follows:

Teacher's
Name DIE Tvre

% of time 'pent
through Dec. 1.
1989, providing
IEP specified DIS

% of time spent
through Dec. le
1989, providing
OTHER services

J. Doe Speech 1.00 .00

S. Smith Adaptive P.E. .60 AO
M. Jones Vision Services .46 .54

T. Brown
(half-time) Counseling

Marker of PIE 2.36 1.14

In this example, a DIS FTE of 2.36 would be reported. Although there were

3.50 rrE on the DIS staff, 1.14 PTE of time was spent providing services

that do not qualify for DIS funding under Education Code Section 56363411.

EDP No. 5134 column A: E.C. Section 56722U1 specifies that aides

. may be funded in lieu of a certificated specialist" ifor pro-

viding DIS1. Enter the number of FTE classified aides utilized in
providing DIS to pupils as specified in their IEPs. Carry to twu demmal

places. One FTE aide equals the greater of 6.00 hours per day or the

average aide hours per class or program reported on the 1980-81 J-50

B-4, Line 3b, EDP 267. To count towards FTE classified aide time,
these hours must be spent providing designated instruction and services
to pupils as required by their IEPs.

NOTE: The FTE classified aides which you report will be converted to
certificated 1)1E units by multiplying the FTE by an aide-to-
teacher-salary ratio (Refer to your 1989-90 P-1 Exhibits, J-50-IPS,

EDP 5138 for your conversion ratio).

(IPSINST,P1)

(Rev. 09-09)
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CALIFORNIA STATE
VEPAR11411/1' OF EDUCATION

J-50-IPS (Rev. 09-89)
Chp, V, 3.12

County__ juaiLay__Distnct Doi"

:columns A., 13, c,_

CALC1JIATION OF FINDING
KM IPS UNITS

YoN:g1.11TELIJNMPHAPPED
Rpeclai Day Classes;
11. SDC-no aide
12. SDC-mone aide

11. SDC-two aides
Resource Specialists:
14. RSP-no aide
15. RSP-one aide
16. Designated Instruction

and Servives

17. Total lines 11 thru 16

.41.141E4Y.,WITVAPPEP
411 Day Clasbs:

18. SDC-no aide
PI. SIC-line aide

20. SLE-tiai aides

N
Infdnt prugram tinitb rild) not 1r used 03 fund your r, ;lar priluraim classes or vice-versa; therefore, the sum of the units reputed in column 0 may
not xceeki the total infant units allocated on the 1 ',PA-infant Schedule R. kles 0-2 Prorgrari, EDP 880, Columns ti,C,F and F plus EDF 896, Lblumns

anti 1 nor evil the tidal Of the units in QshJll.. plus 0 of this turn exceed the units allirated on the J-50-1,PA Schedule B - Ages 3-21
PI.1111.en. lit10. rill Wits A-F plus 134' 9%. Columns A-r.

him's 1 - I hr. Irh of the units In Cs d tlIfIrlq 14 e us; it oust eirual the units shown in rolliirt A. I0P1s. r, and Gannut tv negative numbers,/
Na, t i. ilt+I S operated ft4 chi hires. MI foster family hr es, hi:4)1041s, u.n Ut iFtr t Pi. ident ial riedical
t f 11.1. t. te--,11111,i III ii.f r 1.V-011111A) 4'4 infant iir>it S reiraleki in es,listin

Total lines

J-50-IPS (continued)

1989-90 First Principal

local Plan Area White Cloud

D Ofl this cage must be two deeimal fOces. Columns F Fl G, 6 H nust be whole numbers:

: Cohan A
:Units funded

EDP : lesser of
NU. :Cols. A

:lines 2-10-

: Column 8 : Ccigumn C

' Non-
: Regular daunted"
: Units Puts Ig
:In Column A,- CbOumn An

526 h OQ oo o Do
528 u_t_u;L_Lj,;e._Q:a Y 2 .00
530 : . UU

546 J.

532

548 w

560 5`)

-11.141 . ----LILA

_LJ,0

: Column E : Column F

Unit Rate : Regular IPS
From : Entitlement

J50-UR : Col. B EIn

Infant
Units
Column A-

.

0:d
Ii Mil

Column G

NA-deficited°
IPS Entitlement
_01 c E

36 ,000 68,000 0

4/guun 70/71111----94,GUU--

: Column H
; Infant
: IPS
: Entitlement :

---614111111.---1 U __11__
! 1:

. . 1

ma .tuAL _1ii, WU

15.000 5 IS_Stin 45te0 21-000

!

v ; ,,,,,,e._''
562 : 0. 00 _...3).. WI_ .. _11 .111).... ....j4,00,0 0 0 . '. _.2._. : !

564 L...______.:th Iii.L._ . __Lit LILL._ ... 4_1. ! .11LL...... 111111 ...4.....b..,.1111(1. 4.2...uuu____ ; 4 70011
5titi ________Iat_ti.:1___ --

18 thru 20; 570
- _ -

BEST COPY AVAILABLE



CALIFORNIA STWE
DEPARTMERT O* EDUCATION
J-50-IPS (Rev. 09-89)

County

J-50-IPS (continued)

Chp V, 3.13

Blue Sky District
Delta Local Plan Area White Choud

1989-90 first Principal

1All_humitigajmnIthissl_gt1 be tso (2) decural places except hne,24ColliaCoandLi260o1C.:

Camotational Difference Between II

Aide Entitlerent and Aides Used
EDP

Entitlement Usedbat ;

Average
Mph 5 COl. CI

Colunn COlumn 8 1 Cblumn

Aide ETE Aides

22 . Non-severe 1 y hind mapped

+Th.; '

23 Seve rely hand i capped 12.1..:3:0i 4 P-3112; .511L574

CoItign C

rim Aide.
Mad at

Ps2

Unumed Aide Adjustment
24. Non-severely handicapped 576 '

25. Severely handicapted 578 :

26. Total (set negatives to zero) 580 :

Column A
Unused aides (from
line 22 EDP 572 or
line 23 EDP 574,
Col.A manus Co1.111

_A.

. COlumn 8
: Aide rate (from
: P-1 J-50-VR
: line 4, Col. 81
: (Whole number)

(100

Column C
Unused aide

: Adjustment
: (Col. A K Col. 8)

(Whple Nwber)
594100

MIlES
a. I. For non-severe, compute using line 12, Col. A line 15, col. A (2 x line 13, Col. Al.

2. For severe, compute using line 19. Col. A (2 x lane 20, Col. Al.

h. 1. lb curiute FTE aides used for your severely and non-severeli handicapped programs, divide the number of aide-hours actually paid for
each program on December 1, 1989, by the greater of 6 huurs or your actual PTE aide hours from your 1980-81, J-508-4, line 3b, EPP 2b7.

2. If you prefer to use cumulative FTE aides for the year, divide the total aide-huurs paid through Decisiiher 1, 1989, by the total work
days for that same period. Then, using the sane calculation ds in b. 1. above, divide this anuunt by the appropriate FTE aide hours.
SIN*. regult of this ralculation in Column 11 fot lines :2 dill 21.

1.e11-..111

0



CALIFORNIA STATE
DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION
J50IPS (Roy. 389)

County BLUE SKY

J.50.IPS

FUNDING FOR REGULAR YEAR INSTRUCTIONAL PERSONNEL SERVICE UNITS

Dietrict DELTA UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT

Column A Column 8 Column C

1. CONVERSION OF DIS FULLTIME EDP Actual FTE used Conversion Units operated

EQUIVALENTS INTO 'UNITS OPERATED, NO. through 03.3188 Factor (Col A x Col 8)

a. Certificated 511 14.50 14.50

b. Classified 513 9.50 0.3614 3.43

C. Total 515 17.93

Second Principal

Local Plan Area White Cloud

COMPARISON OF UNITS ALLOCATED TO UNITS Column A Column B Column C Column 0 Column E Column F

OPERATED FOR ALL CLASS SETTINGS Units from Units from P.2

1987/88 P1 J50.ALC Average Average

EDP Exhibits line 5 or 6 (Col A Col 8) Units operated Units operated (Col 0 4. Col E)

Non.severely Handicapped No. J.50ALC as appropriate divided by 2 at P.1, 1988.89 at P.2, 198889 divided by 2

2. Special day class, no aide 500 2.00 2.00 2.00 2.00 2.00 2.00

3. Special day class, one aide 503 17.05 17.05 17.05 18.00 20.00 19.00

4. Special day class, two aides 505 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.10 0.00 0.05

a. Subtotal of lines 2, 3 and 4 510 19.05 19.05 19.05 20.10 22.00 21.05

S. Resource specialist, no aide 509 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

6. Resource specialist, one aide 507 20.30 20.30 20.30 20.50 20.80 20.65

.. Subtotal of lines 5 and 6 524 20.30 20.30 20.30 20.50 20.80 20.65

7, Designated instruction and services517 11.20 17.20 17.20 17.34 17.93 17.93

Severely MandiLapped

8. Special cl-.4 class, no aide 502 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

9. SpeciA day clas, one aide 504 21.00 20.00 20.50 20.00 20.00 20.00

1U Speciol do/ Clah,, two aide,,

a (.oltit.,tal of line, 8, 9 and 10

506

Lwa

5.85

26.85

4.65

24.65

5.25

25.75

4.65

24.65

4.65

24.65

4.65

24.65

1 1tA
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CALIFORNIA STATE
DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION
J 50.IPS (Rev. 3.89)

County BLUE SKY

CALCULATION OF FUNDING Column A

FOR IPS UNITS Units funded
lesser of

EDP Cols. C F

NON.SEVERELY HANDICAPPED No. lines 2.10

Special Day Classes:

J.50.IPS

District DELTA UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT

Colt= B

Regular

Units

In Column A

Column C
Non.

deficted
Units In
Co Wm A

Column 0

Infant

Units

In Column A

Column E

Unit Rate
87/88 P.1

Exhibits

J50.UR

Second Principal

Local Plan Area White Cloud

Cobra»

Regular IPS
Entitlement
COI. 6 x E

Colter G

Nowdeficited
IPS EntitleMent

Col. C A E

Column H
Infant

IPS

Entitlement
Col. D x

11. SDC.no aide 526 2.00 2.00 0.00 34,000 68,000 0

12. SDCone aide 528 17.05 15.05 2.00 0.00 47,000 707,350 94,000 0

13. SDC.two aides 550 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 60,000 0 0 0

Resource Specialists:

14. RSP.no aide 546 0.00 0.00 0.00 36,000 0 0

15. RSP.one aide 532 20.30 19.40 0.70 0.20 49,000 950,600 34,300 9,800

16. Designated Instruction
and Services 548 17.20 15.30 1.30 0.60 35,001 535,515 45,501 21,001

17. Total lines 11 thru 16 560 56.55 51.75 4.00 0.80 2,261,465 173,801 30,801

SEVERELY HANDICAPPED

Special Day Classes:

18. SOC no aide 562 0.00 0.00 0.00 34,000 0 0

19. SDC.one aide 564 20.00 18.00 1.00 1.00 47,000 846,000 47,000 47,000

20. SDC two aides 566 4.65 1.45 2.00 1.20 60,000 87,000 120,000 72,000

21. fotal lines 18 thru 20 570 24.65 19.45 3.00 2.20 933,000 167,000 119,000

1



CALIFORNIA STATE
DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION
J 50 IPS (Rev. 3.89)

County BLUE SKY

J.50.IPS

District DELTA UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT Local Plan Area White Cloud

Computottonal Difference Between
Aide Lntitlement and Aides Used

EDP
No.

Column A

Aide

Entitlement
for 1987/88

Column 8

FTE Aides

Used at

P1

<1

Pq 22. Non.severely handicapped 572 37.35 32.75

L.J

41
23. Severely handicapped 574 29.30 34.50

Column A Column 8

Unused Aide Adjustment

Unused aides (from
line 22 EDP 572 or

line 23 EDP 574,

Cel.A minus Col.D)

Aide rate (from
1987/88 P-1

Exhibits, J50-UR

(Whole number)

24. Non severely handicapped 576 3.60 13,000

25. Severely handicapped 578 .5.45 13,000

26. Total (set negatives to Zero) 580

Second Principal

Column C Column 0

FTE Aides Average

Used at (Col 6 Col C)

P.2 divided by 2

34,75 33.75

35.00 34.75

Column C
Unused aide

Adjustment
(Col. A x Col. 6)

(Whole number)

46,800

.70,850

0



47-5olp - MUM MR yypplwa

Purpose:

The J-50 EXT form is used to compute the IPS entitlement for
extended year (summer) programs. These include classes for
non-severely handicapped (page 1), severely handicapped (page 2)
and Infants (page 3). The approach for computing Extended Year
funding is similar in concept to the Regular IPS funding
methodology. The primary differences are:

1) Generally, only Special Day Classes, DIS support of SDCs and
aides are funded since regular classes are not in session
duriL4 the summer and, therefor.), special education cannot
operate as a pull-out supplemental program supporting the
regular program.

2) Allocations are computed from actual student enrollments in
the summer classes rather than being determined by the SELPA.

3) Unit rates are prorated downward to take into account the
shorter time period for summer sessions.

Data Sources:

Unit rates are posted from the J-50 UR. Days taught in session,
student enrollments, and full-time-equivalent units and aides
operated are taken from district program and/or payroll records.

Data Output:

The total Extended Year Entitlements are posted to the J-50 ENT
and are used for the computation of the district support

entitlement and the district total special education entitlement.

1st Period._ 2nd Period and Annual Report Considerations:

Most districts will only prepare and file 3-50 EXT information in
the 1st period report, for summer sessions operated.

Districts which operate year-round schools and conduct special
education extended year programs during session breaks may find it
necessary to update and file amended reports on summer sessions at
the P-2 and annual reporting periods. This would be accomplished
by amending Extended Year Data on State Data Sheet I and filing
these with 2nd period and annual reports.

Data Sheet 11:

Actl.al days taught, student enrollments, units and aides operated,
non-deficited units and aides funded, and total extended year IPSU
entitlement amounts are posted to Data Sheet II on P-1 for

transmittal to the state. The state needs the actual days taught,

VI-35
12,5



student enrollment, units and aides operated, and non-deficited
units and aides information for computation of district extended
year entitlements. The extended year IPSU entitlement amounts are
used by the state to verify that the information has been correctly
entered and reported by districts on Data Sheet II. As indicated
above, extended year information is only reported on Data Sheet II
for the first period report.

common Errors:

1) On line 1 of pages 1 and 2, days taught in the summer session
must be at least 19 days for purposes of compliance with the
Education Code. One of the days necessary to reach the
minimum of 20 may be a holiday. However, the holiday may not
be claimed for funding purposes.

2) On line 13b of pages 1 and 2, non-deficited units (i.e., LCI
units) reported exceed total units funded. If there are
actually unfunded LCI units and/or aides, they need to be
prorated downward to stay within the number of funded units
and aides.

3) On page 3 (computation of the number of extended year
entitlements for infants), in computing infant enrollments
on lines 5 and 20 the instructions on the back of the form
for reducing enrollments to full time equivalents are not
followed.

VI-36



CALlecRNLA rrATE J-50-Mf

DEPARCIDifuf OJDC.411014 14 NIS 3-21.I1 LVMPCID RAN ell4DI4 - MCA 1969

J-50-EXT1 1Rev. 09491 101-1MALLY NAMJIMUMM

county Blue Aky

1949-90 first Principal

(newt 1/01th timet Plan ajedi White Mod

Cie this form to calcutate Sefetate non- , Non-Severe Weida Year Cntitloment (or :; Non-Severe Merida! Year Mittman for--;

severe extended year entitlements for .
3-4 S t; 3-21, 1

1-4 R1S and 541.11 peosrams. gaminsel - '

lEgralLSESAMLISLE4I2LILLWIULEItis aft : 24 ItIs . *4 Ns -4 R11 1.11 -.1.11 41.11

dee'IW.A4
V 1244 `4111 DIS t ,J1trailliimilDC-A1.61____1111).......if

Chp. 4.1 1. Days taught-mat ba exceed
2. Deys taught in regular session

4

'
3. Olvido lino 1 by We 2 flour decimal place/so. ' 525 :

4. Cnst Rates: MUltiply each unit rate by lino ) :

02I. 4 or 0 es appropriate. from tone 240-1411 :

SDC 1.1 w EDP 18411. SIDC AIM CR i EDP 29111. . '.

011 CR CCP 2164 111A010 mmlbersi ' 522

Clip. %I, 4,2 s. sqc Enrol Welt. till Day of the sewsl week of :

thr extended sesice ' 529

6. ActuaLrer of SDC Uwe, SOC Wee and D1S :

Chi). V, 4.3 opera 914

7. Mauna SLIC Cnst entitlement. Divide Iine 5

i.1.- . II k

.......441 I

00. .0,.. $
.

.=...-

Column, 4 and 0 by 11. Round up to the neat 'shale:

nurtar SD
S. Actual nuNhor of ICC Omits to be funded. attar ;

:1-

the leesu of lines 6 6 7 tn Col. 4 and tn Col. 0 5141

9. *sump Aide Ontitilltebt at one aide per 111C unit:

10. Actual masher of SDC Weil funded. enter the : 515 :
enter the mama from line 1 Col. A and 6 Col. D.

ims/ of lines 6 end 9 in Col. 11 end um Col. e 345 :

II. %guess 01$ Units to be funded. Divide line 7 :

12. Actual nurter of 011 to be funded. enter the : 511
columns A and 0 by 3 Ito decimal placesi

Ignef of lines 6 end 11 in Col. C and in Col. P 549

11. Distribute units funded from line 1-11DC, lino 10-:
Sec aides and line 12-0IS !strewn the regular and
nori-Aeltotted' derded year program. .

a. Regular IOC, 901: Aides, and 011 : 522

Cliii, V, 4./. b. Nun-tle2scitnis SDC. IOC aides. end DIS 313

jklEFAI,Af Amy& ythh ttultmq .

14. multsply lure Ila by Immo 4 for each Colunn 550

IS. multiply lino 14 Columns A. S. end c and Mamma :

11!

1;if

..
" 5828 . 2228 . 5999 :' .

96 :
v

9,00 9.00 ; 3.00 I
1

i' v. ':.'! '.1
t:F.

-----9-pi:

114-'9.00.1::::,..t.;::'4,:","-c''. itt

I

g!OR!t...-.....-4
.

" 46 624 17 824 17 997

C 2. and f by 0.6 SEX. 56726(aiI2us 552

16. Regular Eiterehri Vr. IPS funding for non-severely: ii7-7-177
handioepped. coMem C line 15 Cots. a 6 c. :

cmhminrelino IS Cols. 0 eff 551 1 -

NUN-OffICULD UWILN10.0 11,1111.1.12M . .

11. Mb/1;ply line 11b 17, IMO I for each column 354

IC MM111ply Ism 17 Colvin. 4. O. arid C and Coluins
0, V. and P by 0.6 sem. 56216111121 556

19. Mon-tieficileiP taterded Yr. IP1 funding for man-

se...rely handicamed. Coition 0 line IS CVOs. :

A f_ it ....c_coiTTLE!....1011.cels: P.;.1... fl..!!_P_i_
JO. Info. only-1n cols. A 6 D Report State Spe:iel .

Sknadi pipits ittanding suer rion-lesete I. pr.

pftAlitan. It rime. repurt a I in vols. II end I.- SSI

974 10,694 10,798

49,466

5828

3497

2228

1337

0

4834

1

Witi d. If pAs -levite classes of varying length Aiiiino the ottended year, compute lime and 6 de follows. 1This slininates the need to uee

run, than one pgqe to reicrt these classes.1

(Aryl I. el.erele flirter of d.f1s Lopiht di,. i.ie the sum of deys tJugh1 in each class for the non-lieberely handicapped by the mils of classes.

Line S. eetultrient use the sun of runllremil in all esteedad peda classes for nun-severtly handicapped.

Line 6 Cals. k 6 D, actual nutter of clasaes, S.C. units! use
the sum of ail stersied year classes for non-seserely handicapped.

h. To h. eliiihIs tqf fiseding. eltended year prows. must be tittered for at least 20 days which may incluie one holiday.

' 441 ivf;-'itmt 4elts dre wilts uverst04 fur chsldien residing in Wig, foster family hires. hospitals. and other residential nedi,lal

fi. .1i/1.v.
Page 31
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CA1.111141141A STATE

DEMMER? Of trecArcel
J40-EXT2 Utev. 09-891

County _nue $ky..

J-50-DT Iccotinuedi
1-4 RIB NW 5-21.11 MENU VERP FUNDING - SUM 1989

local Plan %MI White Cloudportrect Delta
Use this form to calculate separate severe
attended year entstleaumte Tor 1-4 RIS and

S21.11 Pcceirien. 7 witgravr _MIMS
noiNTP_Sol 3-1.1ir PUL.0.1101.12111

I. cure taught-eat to etcsed 1.1")

2. Days fautOtt ;11 regular 1111111.tutt

I. Divide line 1 by line 2 terms decimal placest
4. Unit Raies; MUltiply each unst rate by line I

Ool. A or 0 a appripriate. fres fors 1-50-C8r
SVC LW a CDP MO, SVC UDE UR EDP :912,

OIS LW EDP 2168 !while nuetersi

41, 4.1 5. SVC Enrallment. Ws& Day of the seccnd week of

the eitendmi AOS11100'

dip V, 11,2 6. actual ember at Ste Lade, Ste Aides and DIS
riartatrarl

7. 1lattlirt SVC Unit entitlement. Divide line S
Cohens 4 ord 0 by 7, lewd up to the nest whole
mallet

I. hctual walker of SDc Wits to be herded. Inter :

the imes f lines 6 6 1 in col. 4 am* in cal. 0'

9. %Isom lode one itlreent: twii aides ker SIIC lent.
MUltipll line 8 Columns A and 0 s 2

10. 41101 nester of 4411: Aides funded. Enter tha ;

1.1144'.1 uS lines 6 end 9 in Col. 8 and in rah E.. SAS

II. 4slumn CIS Unita to he forded. Distal! line 7 :

Coluers and 0 by I tiro decimal places) 511

12, u-tual harber af nes to he funded. inter the

Jilmr ii lines S ani 11 in Cal. C aid in col . f . 586

I 1. Distribute 1/1111111 funded trvi lire estr, line 10-
SIX ides and line 12-015 hetween the regular and
non-deficiml oftended pear pnigram,
a. Reptl.sr SDC, S0C aides, and OIS

b. Non-deficited* SVC. snu Aides. aryl D1S

14, MUltiply line ILI by line 4 for each column 54/

15. Regular fetended Yr. IpS funding for severely :

handicamed. column C line 14 Cols. A C. :

Caller F a lin. IP oils, E V' S89

v ,

1989-90 First Principal

: Severe IsteQirieas tntst1t for :: Severe Estended Year Entitlement for :

111 5-2141
Column 4 ; Oolggp 8 CnIumn C Colurn 0 ; Callao g Colima f .

EDP 3-4 RIS ; 3-4 NIS . 1-4 51S :: 5-21.11 ; 5-21.11 5-21.11 :

I.
FS a:.-174 ,;-,;0414.1.4.

Lrt "'NCI ,"
3 34 KG

561

561

569

5828 2228 5999 587.3 2228 5999

. . ;7-7-1
le: w ..

.a .. ..r t .
.,

:5e7
.. _,.. t'l .

19 I, ':,

..

Sli : 2.00 % . ..; 18. 00 : L

577 16.
.

.

16 00 : ..
ii

4.00 :

. .

1: 0.1. :;. ,._:12,r01).°.. 1

,... .3_.6 y, 1 4 6 , 33:i_
.67 :.I-.---. -i

S84

; I I 656 ;

: 0

I I.!. -

5 , 13:
1

1*- t

lig 2 Frg
4 13
1 . uiJl

8912 87 420 60 156 25,976
rilr;

. :aatA,N6IiCJttt' kv11700 VIAM
IS. ftslt 101 line I I by lire 4 far each colter 990

If. sapri-.1eft,- 004 E :ended Yr. IPS Eurelltal tor

aeterl1 harslicaisrl. Whom C liro lb Crals.
A C. Coltna 1.6 Ciii. 1/ k . AO:

IS. Int a. "tI) In Cull... repair' stm.1 sir

h.IN ei4 if tending/ of lips pro rat .
pa u ao. If rsNe. foga.rt a 1 an %el!

a. sa.a ate 14%101 if sr.aat lomilti Piir Ina opt.fri 10.ar, /rpat o I ine I , S

elL4 Nall ine lf e,. ef.gruie
I ine I. as-i a. turiet ,if .1.1a1 tair.,ht 1.1r thr sirs ..f -Lips t.eriht I I ass f la It. r.I hatsla tni the 'AN if
I 11 fit .111r1.I ol.00 the mrt .if rm.') Irent an all 1.0 NflihNI f.t loyerely alio.j.
I 1 a. If. tiaal nailer af I asses. i.e. un t ine. It.. van if .411 vitt croird tent cl f se,.t - 11 hal11..sesed

t. I 1.1011.1-. 1,11.16114. 001.10,0 Le 1.4a.jr tit. .f f /9.4 f.,t at leas/ :11 Li 1 hi P. FUV lig 1.0, -.One
def a .alaat a ii.. alit a irt Or.' Sr IirI in la Is. f..stra f us, ip her,. 1-..m.,141.1 110 ..ltr aeOrla a al ma-0, al

f .1 at

0

17 484 I I 140

171,552 I

5999

14 , 62 1

tad 6 as I el trurtaiel I. nee1 I.. ise

S
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CAglfeleltA Mfg
DermerMeit OF eDUOWITIN
J-so-rwr: May. 00-691

J-SO-eff Icontinuodi
0-2 EMI= WWI Timm - gem tAst

ram SCWSIESIMELi APO SEVelte-V HANDICAPS:0

convey Hue Sky District _Delta

Ume this fone to ealcudata Agee 0-2 *MAW year entitlements
Inforo completing the, toe, flees, ro m! the omega inotneleigng
for calcniames_bileei ostonOed soar an the reverse of thseloon%

1. Days taught-not to exceed 29
2. Days Limit in reads? eineion
3. Divide lime I by line 2 lime decimal placesi
S. Unit Sinew mg J-504.11 CCP 2141 s line 3 Col. A. J-9342 EDP 29111 e line 3

I. A. 1211 J50-01 OP 21611 by line 3 COI. A. leho o Mebane A

S. SOC Last Coy of U. second meek of the set/ended anston7
I. Actual number of 117C gait. IOC Aides and 0111 operated
7. MIAOW ICC unst entstImment. Divide line S Co1. A by U. ban! up to the neat mhole

ard tinter ill Column A

I. Actual number of IOC unite to be 'undid. biter the 'gm of Immo 6 and 7 Column A
9. Maims aide entitlement at ens aide per gee. Um lion 11 Colon A
10. Actuel number of aides to be Mind. Inter the lung of linos 6 aml 9 Column S

11. Mishima CIS entitlement. Divide line ?Celia, A by 3 12 dowel placeal
12. Actual number of 0111 to be funded. enter the Ism of lines 6 ani II Column C

13. Nen-Severe InetrJetbDnel Personnel Service mit Maim

le line 10 Column 11 line 4 COSumn S.
6. 0 line 1 Column A s lino 4 Column A

0 ma 11 Column C s lino 4 Column C

14. MU ltiply gine lIe. tib ao1 Ilc s 0.6 1t.C. 1562264112li
IL Infant 1xtendod Tear IPS fundsng for ma-enerely Mohammed. Sue line 14 column A 6 6 C

tow-al Plan Arm

19139-90 first Pruwipal

Alto Cloud

: 4 column j.....221mt....alms_4
CDP Infant : 1 ant : Infant

Istanded Tem Entitleente forMRS

'Sol NA
651 115 :

652 I li;1s

03'
6S4
OS

miter
I,
:

Chp . V, 4.1 intrAjIMUIP-M119-91.taught-mit to mimed 111M!
17 Days taught en regular mum
11. Divide line 16 by WO 17 110US decimal places)
19. Unit Setae: IF Um% 4 .1444111 EDP 2146 s line 16 col. A. pee We 1 J-50-01 EEP TSUI s

line 111 Col. A. 919 J-SUAll EPP 1061 by line 16 Col. A Mho!. Niamberel

CO. V, 4.244. SOD enrollment. hut Day of the wand meal of the extended session'

Clip. V, 4.4/112: Hashes SIC URst entitlement. Divide luxe 20 Col. A by 2. Pound ilp to the nest thole mnber
Actin! number of UDC Wt.. ICC mare and 011 operated

and enter Lm Column A 671

21. Actual mobs, of IDC unite to be funded. enter the lemeL of luxes 11 end 22 Col. A 472 'MU
24. Msritsum aide entitleMent at two aide' per ICC. Mdtiply lina 23 Col. A s 2 673 chit

13. Actual mrber of aides to to funded. Inter the km of liras 21 and 24 column 6 674

16. Maximum D1S entitlement. Divide line 12 Column A by 3 12 deeirel placeei

17. Actual number of DIs to to funded. Enter the Igini al Imam 21 and le colunn c

IS. severe Inetructional Personnel Service Unit fording!

c. Qu - cotTen, c . limo 21 coluen C 1 lire 19 Column C

7 :4144441--.- 1,....4, 66. 8 4a. 'Tamil - Cohen 1 line 23 Column A s linw 19 Column A

b Ste :Wee - column 6 line 2S Column 11 . lute 19 column m

n. Infant fitordel sitar IPA finding for severely hardicamd. Sue line 2e "Jolunns A II A C 614

651 :
657 :

6511
441., A

,661 fieti
442
442
442
64)
464

465
666
647

6611

669
620

5828

471 w
676 .6

4019

Intirne 1,m only PRJ1 ramtot of infants enrolled in estended yea: pm:quasi : 679 14 i

II inf 1.11% oniy. 1141.,0 tho te,141 rwrtor 4 State Special &trots infants enrolled in

rut intsit fr.tenint yew programs in Column I. If none are rnrolled report 1 in Col. II : 640 1_

I. See U. re.erse of this fore for instructions an °mooting infant estended year days taught and enrollment.

1.130(7.Pli
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INFANT EXTENDED YEAR CALCULATION8-ON THE J50-EXT

Infint extended year entitlements are computed uuing criteria which are similar
to Lne 3-21.11 program with the following infant program modifications. These
modifications are necessary because each infant is not provided a daily program.

anCLAHabli

Compute the weighted average for Infant Program Extended Year Days Taught:

Example:

Number of Days per Number of
Infants Week in Weeks in

Total

PoloirlfmServed Program, Prootam,

6 x 3 m 9 162
5 x 2 x 0 80
4 x 1 x 6 24

15 266

Divide the total days of the program by the number of infants served to establish
infant days taught, e.g., 266/15 17.73. Round the quotient up to the nearestwhole number, e.g., 17.73 to 18. Non-severe and severe programs toLlt not befunded for days taught in excess of 30 and 55 respectively.

Enrollment:

On the last day of the second week of the extended year, a count ctf infantsenrolled and frequency of attendance per week must be taken. use thistnformation to compute infant FTE enrollment as follows:

Examples

6 infants attending 3 days per week (3/5 or .60) 3.60
5 infants attending 2 days per week 12/5 or .401 2.004 infants attending I. day per week (1/5 or .20) a .00

15 infants
6.40 FTE enrollment

Round 6.40 to the nearest whole number, 7. In this example, 7 would be reported
on the 0-2 J50-EXT, on line 5 if the program is non-severe, or on line 20 if theprogram is severe.

(EXTCALC.Plf
(Rev. 09-89)
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NPS ALLOWANCE FOR THE EDUCATION OF EXCEPTIONAL PUPILS IN
CERTIFIED NONPUSI4C $CHOOLS OR AGENCIES

Purpose:

This form is used to calculate the reimbursement for educational
costs and for the costs of education-related services for
handicapped pupils placed in certified nonpublic schools and
agencies. Part I of the report shows the actual calculation of
the district entitlement. The report subtracts district revenue
limit funding generated by attendance in nonpublic schools to
arrive at excess cost. The state pays 70 percent of excess cost
for NPS placements which a district makes or for which it is
responsible, and 100 percent of excess costs for NPS placements of
pupils who reside in LCIs. The rules on the forms need to be read
carefully to fully comply with these requirements. In addition,
the CDE's Question and Answer Document more fully defines the
parameters governing cost reimbursement.

Part II of the form provides for a detailed listing of each
non-public school or agency with a cost breakdown of their charges.
It should be noted that this report receives more scrutiny by the
state than any other form and generates the most verification
questions and disallowances. Also, the revenue limit ADA reported
on this report should agree with nonpublic school ADA reported on
district attendance reports (J-18/19). Therefore, it is very
important that the J-50 preparer work closely with both the person
preparing J-18/19s and the person maintaining these NPS contracts
to ensure that all requirements in the instructions are complied
with in preparing this report.

Data Sources:

If the district maintains and administers nonpublic school and
agency contracts, then all information would be extracted from
district records. If NPS contracts are maintained and administered
by the SELPA, then contract costs and attendance days must be
obtained from the SELPA. In any case, however, ADA divisors,
attendance periods, and special education revenue limit per ADA
must come from the district business office.

Note: ADA may not be claimed until a student reaches the legal age
to enroll in kindergarten (Education Code Section 48000 and
Education Code Section 46100, et seq.). Thus, NPS ADA may
not be claimed for pupils in preschool programs unless they
are of legal age for enrollment in kindergarten. Infants,
ages 0 to 2, also would not generate NPS ADA. Additionally,
infant programs delivered by an NPS would not be reported on
the J-50-NPS as these programs are funded by instructional
personnel service units allocated in the Infant Program J-
50-FRZ.

VI-41 1 ,1



pata Outputs

The state reimbursement amounts (Line 12) are posted to the J-50
ENT for computation of the district's total special education
entitlement.

tot Period, lnd Period. and Annual Reports:

The complete J-50 NPS forms are filed at 1st period, 2nd period
and annual reporting periods. Intensive internal validation and
audit checks are made at each reporting period by the state.

Data Sheet

The NPS ADA, contract costs for Nonpublic Schools and related
services, pupil counts for related services, assessment and
identification costs for LCI pupils placed in nonpublic schools and
state reimbursenent amounts are posted from Part I to Data Sheet
II. The state reimbursement amounts are used to verify state data
entry and calculation processes. The other information is necessary
for the state to actually calculate state reimbursement amounts.

Unlike other 3-50 district forms a complete set of these forms is
sent with Data Sheet II to allow for state audit of these claims.

common Errors:

1) Costs are not reported in the appropriate column of Part I.
Be sure to read and follow the rules in Notes a, b, and c on
the form to avoid this problem.

2) The NPS ADA reported on Line 1 of Part I and in Column IV of
Part II do not agree with NPS ADA reported on district
3-18/19 attendance reports. Some problems may arise on
first period and second period reports because the J-50 NPS
forms must be filed prior to the close of the attendance
accounting periods. For that reason, estimates must be used
on the J-50 NPS reports. If the J-50 preparer works closely
with the person who prepares the district attendance reports,
differences on P-1 and P-2 can be minimized. The ADA for
both the NPS and attendance annual reports must agree. The
following attendance reporting rules are noted to assist
attendance officers and 3-50 preparers in reconciling NPS and
attendance reports.

A) Attendance accounting is based on the school calendar and
four-week school months. Thus, their closing dates will
generally not coincide with either the J-50 calendar or
the Financial calendar. A reconciliation should use
attendance/school calendar closing dates in estimating
and reporting costs and ADA on the 3-50 NPS. Reports at
P-1 and/or P-2 should estimate annualized costs.

VI-42
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B) To reconcile the ADA on both reports, it is necessary to
use the same "apportionment days" and "days taught"
divisor as the attendance officer will use in calculating
ADA for the J-18 and J-19 reports.

3) On Part II, Column II, qualifying Licensed Children's
Institution (LCI) names and license numbers are not reported.
This results in a reduction in funding since qualified
placements in LCI's receive 100 percent funding, while other
placements only receive 70 percent funding. Generally this
information should be obtained at the time the child is
placed.

4) Uncertified nonpublic schools and agencies are reported in
column I of Part II. This results in a complete loss of
funding for costs charged by that school. Before contracting
with a school, a copy of the California Department of
Education notification of certification should be obtained
from the school. The certification should also be checked to
see that it is current and covers the term of the contract.
Finally, be sure to list the name of the school exactly as
it appears on the certification.

5) Related Services costs are incorrectly reported in column IV,
NPS costs for ADA. These costs should only be reported in
column VII.

6) Assessment costs are claimed
students. Only the assessment
claimed.

For further details on common errors,
of Education's Questions and Answers

in column VIII for Non-LCI
costs of LCI students may be

see the California Department
document.

VI-43I ,13
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Isstroctioss tor the J-SO-NPS, Part 11

I. In Column 1, list the esapublil scheel er asemcy by the Owlet wee appearing es
the State Deeirtsest elf tieestles Ceptifiestiell. Certified nottOblit schools
should be reported is the top Settles and certified agencies in the bottom
section of Colums 1. for those mospublic schools which are operated by a public
hospital, state licensed children's hospital, piechistric hospital, proprietary
hospital or ether medical tacility, Outs. Aso provide the name of the
associated Marital or itedica1 facility. Please isdieste out-of-state placements
by addieg An aiterisk beside the eases of otit -of -statercertified nonpublic
schools. Nonpublic schools or agescies which are sot certified tut do have
current waivers authorised hy the State 'ligament of Education shoOld be demoted
by Placing a double asterisk nest to the same of the facility or provider.
Pursuant to Education Code Sectios 5436b(c), it is only legal to contract with
nonpublic schools or agencies which have been certified by the State Department
of Education. Therefore, prior to costractise with such a facility, you should
obtain from the school or agency a copy of their State Department of education
certification, which must be current sad applicable to the contract's period of
performance. Contracts with escertified sonpublic schools and agencies will not
he reieburaed !tortoni retroactive certifications be issued.

2. If the pupil(s) attendisg the sompublic school or agency reported is Colums t
resides in an LC1 or Poster Vamily Nome (Pm), then in Column 11 list the name,
address and license/facility number of the residestial facility exactly as it
appears on the license issued by the State Department of Social Services or other
public agency. Please do sot list the LC1 or PIN by the name of the individual
who has been issued the license. Education Code SbISb(d) requires the county
office to maintain a current list of licensed children's imstitotions. License
nunbers should be furnished to districts by the county office.

3. In Column 111, place am A, II or C is the box provided to indicate the reimburse-
ment level you intend to claim tor the placements in the nonpublic school or
agency listed in Column I. Mese letters correspoad to the ease letter colones
and footnotes on the J -SO -MPS, Part I. Ve determine the appropriate level of
funding and hence the correct letter to place in Column III, carefully read the
footnotes on the J-SO-NPS, Part 1. Do mot report more than ose letter in each
box. If you have placements is a school or agesey for which you '-'11 be claiming
different reimbursement percentages sad/or mon -deficited funding (you will he
reporting data for this facility in more than one colors on Part then report
the data for each colums on a separate lime on the J-SO-NPS, Pert 11.

4. compute ADA in Column IV as Callous (ADA must oet be calculated (or pupils
younger than 4 years soothe).

a. School Districts - For the regular school year, divide the total days of
apportionment attendance in nonpublic school by the number of days taught in the
district for the first period of attendamee, For extended year, divide the days
of attendance in nonpublic schools by 17$. Pupils must sot be credited with more
than one day of attendance in any calesdar day.

Sum Column IV and distribute the ADA among Columba& A, ft end C of the J-SO-NPS,
Part I, EDP POI, The distribution of your NPS ADA must agree with the
reimbursement level indicated in Column III of the J-50-DPS, Part II (see 03 of
the instructions) and with the respective suss reported on forms J-18/13 and
J-18/193 44 indicated below

IML/A1 Pone J-18/19. Form J-18/198
Lises Lines

Col, A A-I3 D-2 A-12 0-2
Col. II A-13 D-3 A-13 D-3
Col. C A-14 0-4 a.14 pa,

b. County Superintendents - for the regular school year, divide the days of
attendance in nonpublic school by 70 for the first period of ottesdance. for the
eatended year, divide the days of attendance in sonpublic school by I/S.

INSTRUCTIONS CONTINUED ON &ACK OP .1-SO-NPS, PART II
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instructions for the J-50-1PS, Part II (Continued)

Sum Column IV and distribute the ADA among Columns A, 3, and C of the J-50-NPS,
Part I, 1DP 701. The distribution of your NPS ADA must asree with the
reimbursement levet indicated in Column III of the J-50-NPS, Part II (see 03 of
the instructions) and with the respective sums reported on Form J-27/28 as
indicated below

1DP 701, porm 3-21128
Lines

Col,, A

Col. II

21J-11
TOTAL IV-A IV-8

5. In Column V report the authorized cost of the ADA in nonpublic schools
reported in Column IV. Authorized costs and ADA must be based upon contracts
between counties/districts and nonpublic schools. SUB Column V and
distribute the costs among Column A, I% and C on 3-50-NPS, Part I, EDP 703.
Refer to Column III of the J-50-NPS, Part II for the correct columnar
placement of your data.

6. In Column VI, school districtsicounty offices report the number of pupils
receiving related services from a nonpublic school or asency and who are
(a) attending a nonpublic school, (b) residing in a licensed children's
institution or foster family home and attending a nonpublic school or (c)
attending a public school operated by the reporting district/county office.

Sum Column VI and distribute the total among Columns A, 8 and C on 1-50-NPS
Part I, EDP 709, Refer to Column III of the J-50-NPS. Part 11 for the
correct columnar placement of your data.

7. In Column VII, report the authorized cost of the related services for the
pupils reported in Column VI. AutNa;rized costs must be based won contracts
between counties/districts and nonpublic schools or agencies.

Sum Column VII and distribute the total among Columns A, IS and C on the
J-SO-NPS Part I, EDP 711. Refer to Column III of the J-50-NPS. Part IIvfor
the correct columnar placement of your data.

8. In Column VIII, report assessment and identification costs incurred due to
assessments performed by district or county office specialized staff for

residential medical facilities, and other similar facilities who are placed
in state-certified nonpublic, nonsectarian schools. Assessment and
identification costs cannot include either administrative or indirect costs,
or any proration of support costs. Assessments performed by certified
nonpublic school or agency specialized staff will continue to be reported
within contract costs on the J-50-NPS, Part I, EDP 703 or 711, as
appropriate. Pursuant to E.C. 56320, assessment services are services
provided in the assessment of handicapping conditions by specialized staff,
such as psychologists, occupational therapists, physical therapists and
physicians. Assessments originate with the written permission of the parent
or guardian to conduct such assessments (E.C. 56321) or when a court so
decrees lE.C. 56501(e)). Special education assessment ceases at the
conclusion of the !EP meeting or, if it is decided that such a meeting is
unnecessary in instances of assessments subsequent to the initial assessment,
at the conclusion of formal testins and assessment activities. Assessments
may occur prior to or during an LCI child's placement in a nonpublic school.
Not included are the costa of individuals whose participation :nal) meetings
is an ancillary (or ad hoc) duty, such as general or special education
classroom teachers and school site administrators, and the cost of
specialized staff currently funded through 01S unite. Also not included
are costs for informal assessment activities conducted between anrual
assessments or IEP meetings. For each assessment cost reported in Column
VIII, a nonpublic school and a licensed children's institution must be listed
in Columns 1 and II, respectively, of the J-50-NPS, Part II. Assessment
costs may not be claimed for pupils residentially placed by the Local
Education Agency, these placements being indicated by an "A" in Column III
of the .1-50-NPS, Part II,

Sum Column VIII and 4Astribute the total between Columns 15 and C on J-50-NPS,
Part I, EDP 716. Refer to Column III of the J-50-NPS, Part II for the
correct columnar placement of your ass.:ssment data,

(NPS-INST.P1)
Rev. 9-90
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rAtIFoRNIA STATE
DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION
J 50 NPS (Rev. 3 89)

J50-NPS, PART I

ALLOWANCE FOR THE EDUCATION OF EXCEPTIONAL

PUPILS IN CERTIFIED NONPUBLIC SCHOOLS OR AGENCIES

Ka SKY District DELTA UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT

Second Principal

Local Plan Area White Cloud

1. Enter the 1988.89 Second Period ADA of exceptional pupils receiving all services from a
nonpublic school. (From J50NPS, Part II, Column IV)

2. Enter the authorized cost of nonpUblic school services for those pupils reported on

Line 1. (From J.50NPS, Part II, Column V)

3. Enter the 1988.89 Base Revenue Limit (E.C. 42238.9) (Districts Only)
Form K12 (P.2) Line E.16d (EDPO 115)

4. Multiply Line 1 by Line 3 and enter the product. (Districts Only)

S. Subtract Line 4 from Line 2. (If answer is negative, enter O.) (Districts Only)

6. Enter the number of exceptional pupils receiving related services from 8 nonpublic

si.hool or agency. (From J50NPS, Part II, Column VI)

7. Enter the authorized cost of !elated services for those pupils reported on Line 6

(i.e., all costs for services included in the IEP). (From J.50.NPS, Part II, Column VII)

8. For Districts: Total Lines 5 and 7 in Columns A, 8, and C.

for County Offices: Total tines ? and 7 in Columns A and C.

9. State Reimbursement Percentages

1u. inter the product of Lines 8 times 9 for Columns A, 8, and C.

11. Assessment and Identification Costs for pupils residing in !Xis and placed in certified
nonpublic, nonsectarian st.hools U.C. 56775.5). (From J 50-NPS, Part II, Column VIII)

1/. total Nonpublic School/Agency State Reimbursement (Total lines 10 and 11)

EDP

No.

701

703

705

707

708

709

711

713

714

715

716

717

COLUMN A

District/Co. Off.

'Exclude pupils
reported in

Column C

19.68

345,040

2,750.00

54,120

290,920

6

24,680

315,600

0.70

220,920

220,920

COLUMN B

District LCI

or

Foster Family

Home Only

1.16

23,200

2,750.00

3,190

20,010

0

0

20,010

0.70

14,007

1,200

15,207

COLUMN C
County Office end
District

foster Family

Homes & Hospitals

1.16

18,560

2,750.00

3,190

15,370

0

0

15,370

1.00

15,370

1,200

16,570

r



CALIFORNIA STATE
DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION
J50.NPS (Rev. 389)

County BLUE SKY

J50.NPS, PART II
CERTIFIED NONPUBLIC SCHOOLS AND AGENCIES ATTENDED BY INDIVIDUALS

WITH EXCEPTIONAL NEEDS

District DELTA UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT

Second Pr i nc i pal

Local Plan Area White Cloud

COLUMN I COLUMN II COLUMN III COLUMN IV COLUMN V COLUMN VI COLUMN VII COLUMN VIII

Nonpublic Schools Certified by Name and Address of License Assessment/

The State Department of Education LCI or FFB Where Number of Report NPS ADA NPS Costs for Number of Related Services Identification

= Out of State School NPS Pupils in LCI or A, B or C (show 2 ADA Reported Pupils Costs for Pupils Cost for lowils

" = NPSs/Agencies Authorized Column I Reside Foster Family decimals) in Column IV Receiving Reported in Residing in LCIs

by Waivers Home (whole number) Related Column VI Listed in Col.11
Services (whole number) (whole number)

The Academy
A

5.80 116,000 0

The Community School
A

3.48 62,640 0
New Alternatives

A
10.40 166,400 0

The Acadeay Smith's Foster Home 480800919

2148 5th Avenue 8

Delta CA 94777 1.16 23,200 1,200

New Alternatives Care Corners 480801652

4750 Apple Street
Delta CA 94778 1.16 18,560 1200,

Agencies Issued Certification
by the California State
department of Education

Jane Regal O.T. Services
A

2 6,200

Health Care Services
A

4 18,480

TOTAL FOR EACH COLUMN 22.00 386,800 6 24,680 2,400

1 5 2
!I 3



J-50 DYR - LONGER DAY ANQ YEAR nezmilms mammy minces OF
EDUCATION

Ruziaoset

This form is used by county offices eligible for longer day and
longer year funding; however, all county offices must complete this
form. The funding is based on Special Day Class ADA only. It has
two components:

Longer pay Incentives - The county must have increased the
length of the instructional day in 1985-86 (1st tier) and/or
1986-87 (2nd tier) by at least the applicable number of
instructional minutes (specified on the back of form), and
must continue to offer the required number of daily
instructional minutes during the current yc.ar; and

Longer Year Incentives - The county must offer at least 180
days of instruction during the current school year.

For a county to claim funding, the county superintendent must
certify the county is eligible and is meeting the longer day and/or
longer year incentive requirements.

Data Sources:

Verification of the incentives for which a county is eligible and
will claim should be obtained from the special education department
or attendance accounting office.

Pursuant to Chapter 838, statutes of 1989 (AB 823), Education Code
Section 41601, special education longer day and year incentive SDC
ADA is now estimated at P-1 and established at P-2 by dividing the
number of apportionment days of attendance by the actual number of
days taught by county offices of education for each period. This
is a change from the previous divisors specified by the Education
Code of 70 days at P-1 and 135 days at P-2 for special day class
incentive ADA.

Data Output!

The total incentive amount computed on Line 13 is posted to Line
25 of the J-50 NET/ENT for inclusion in special education funding.

The J-50 DYR itself must be filed with the state since it contains
the county superintendent's signed certification that the county
is eligible for and meeting the longer day and longer year
incentive requirements.

1st Period and 2nd Period:

This form with the county superintendent's certification must be
filed at both P-1 and P-2. P-2 incentive SDC ADA may also be
revised using the annual Data Sheet I.

yI-50
1 II- 1
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Data Sheet II:

The SDC incentive ADA is posted to Data Sheet II for state
calculation of the incentive amounts. The total incentive amount
(Line 13) is also posted for the state to use as a check amount in
verilying reported information.

gma2nArrAril

The previously specified divisors of 70 days at P-1 and 135 days
at P-2 continue to be erroneously used to compute SDC incentive
ADA. For many county offices, this error would reduce ADA and also
reduce incentive funding.

VI-511 1......I .1;)



CALIFORNIA STATE J-50-DYR

DEPARMIENT OF EDUCATICN
J-50-DYR (Rev. 09-89) LONGER DAY AND YEAR INCEVTIVES FOR cowry OFFICES OF EDOCATICN

ELIGIBILITY FOR INCENTIVES IS SUEUECT TO THE REQUIREMENTS CN THE REVERSE Of THUS FORM.

LONGER DAY INCENTIVE:

Longer Day Incentive for Grades K-B:
1. Estimated 1989-90 P-2 SOC ADA for K-8 (two decural places)
2. Longer Day Incentive per unit of 1989-90 P-2 SDC ADA for K-8
3. Longer pay Incentive for K-8 in each Tier (line 1 times line 2, rounded to a whole number)
4. Total Longer Day Incentive for K-8 (Line 3, Column A plus Column B)

1989-90 first Principal

: EDP ; Column A : Column 8 :

: ND. First Iler ; Second Tier 1

. .

I4 A

103 S94.164 : 944.679 '

: 105 :

' 106

44 Longer Day Incentive for Grades 9-12:
1..4 5. Estimated 1989-90 P-2 SDC ADA for 9-12 (two decimal places)
I 6. Longer Day Incentive per unit of 1989-90 P-2 SDC ADA for 9-12

7. Longer Day Incentive for 9-12 in each Tier (line 5 times line 6, rounded to a whole number)
NJ

8. Total Longer Day Incentive for 9-12 (Line 7, Column A plus COlumn 8)

107 .

109 : __$188 527 :

111
112

1139. Total Longer Day Incentive for Grades K-12 (Total line 4 plus line 8)

LONGER YEAR INCENITINE:

10. Estimated 1989-90 P-2 SDC ADA for K-12 (two decimal places)
11. Longer Year Incentive per unit of 1989-90 P-2 SDC ADA for K-12
12. Total Longer Year Incentive for Grades K-12 (line 10 times line 11, rounded to whole number)

13. Total Longer Day Incentive plus Longer Year Incentive (Total line 9 plus line 12)

MI" .11.1.*

-1-1715-=117 : $8 .480

119 '

CERTIFICATION: I hereby certify to the Superintendent of Public Instruction that this County Office of Education:

:.....: Meets the conditions set forth in Education Code Section 46201.5 and is eligible to receive incentive funds for offering Longer Day Instruction.

:_: meets the conditions set forth in Education Code Section 46200.5 and is eligible to receive incentive funds for offering Longer Year Instruction

: Does not offer Longer Day or Longer Year Instruction and as such is not eligible to receive Longer Day/Year incentive funds.

aounty Superintendent of Schools Signature County iLLPA

(J50-0YR.P1)

156 BEST COPY AVAILABLY

1 57
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MIMS= FOR USW DAY Ne YEAR ltIMDIta

a. The Longer Day and/or Longer Year incentive may be Oblimed only if
additional instructional minutes/days are offered Well grades N42.
For exemple, if you operate a 8-8 program but offer additional minutes

and/or days only to grades 44, you are not eligible to receive Longer
Day or Longer Year ilmentive funds.

b. To receive the Longer Year, First Tier longer Day and/or Second Tier longer

Day Incentives in any given fiscal year, a SELPA must have participated in

the initial year of that incentive's offering and must continue to meet the

criteria for that incentive in the current fiscal year. The initial year
for eadh of the incentives is as follows:

Longer Year - 1985-86
First Tier/Longer nay 1905-06
second Tier/Longer Day - 1986-87

For examde, if a SELPh did not provide the second tier number of minutes
of the Longer Day Incentive during fiscal year 86-87, that SELPA is forever
ineligitde to receive the Second Tier/Longer Day Incentive.

c. The longer Day incentive is two-tiered with separabs incentive amounts and

required minimum instructional thee 63r each tier. The following chart
displays the minimum number of minute' which:emit be offeredlin each grade

level to qualify for each tier's incentive mount.

TIME
1 1985-86 Manutee 198647 Minutes 1

MADE &EVEL Jrid Iler

Kindergarten I 34,500 36,000

1-3 : 47,016 50,400

4-8 1 50,000 54,000
: 57100 64.800

d. The certification at the bottom of the J-50-DYR must be completed by all
counties, including thole:Aware not claiming incentive funding. All

forms must be returned with the appropriate box checked and the county

superintendent's signature.

REFERENCE: Education Code Sections 46200.5 and 46201.5.

MYRINSTR.Pli

O 5 1)
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J-50 SOR - IDENTIFICATION OF SUPPORT Ingrecp,RATIO

Pyrpose:

The 3-50 SSR is the top portion of the 3-50 SSR/LGF form. It is
used to identify a district's support services ratios for severely
handicapped and non-severely handicapped settings.

Data Sources:

Information for the 3-50 SSR is posted from State Data Sheet I.

Data Output:

The district Support Service Ratio (or ratios) is/are posted to
the 3-50 ENT for calculation of the district Support Services
Entitlement.

1st Perlod. 2nd period and Annual feports:

These ratios are only reported at the beginning of the year for
the 1st period report. The same ratios are then used on each
subsequent report.

Data Sheet /I:

District Support Services ratios are maintained in the statOs data
base calculation of the district entitlement. Therefore, it is not
necessary to post any of this information to Data Sheet II for
transmittal to the state.

Common Errors:

None reported. This information is already resident in the state
data base.

VI-54



CALIFORNIA STATE
DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION
J-50-SSR/W4F (Rev. 09-89)

J-50-SSR!IPJF
IDC/TIFICATION CW SUPPORT SERVICES RATIO

AND RECOMPUTATION OF LOCAL GENERAL FUND CONTRIBUTION

County Blue Sky District Delta Local Plan Ares__fttgSap

1989-90 First Principal

sumer SDIVICES RATIO EDP 034414N A

1. Sunx)rt Services Ratio (from 1989-90 P-1 Data Sheet I) (four decimal places) : 635 5701

2. Support Services Ratio for NON-SEVERELY HANDICAPPED gram 1989-90 P-1 Data Sheet (four decimal places) : 646 5215

3. Suprort Services Ratio for SEVERELY HANDICAPPED (fram 1989-90 P-1 Data Sheet I) (four decimal places) : 647 L. 5701

4. If no Special Education program was operated in 1979-80. use the lesser of 0.5215 and the average &wort Services ratio

listed on the beck of this form for the approprIate district or county offP^e classification Ifour decimal places) : 648

UJCAL ODIUM FUND CONTRIBUTION
EDP : COWIN A
NO. :

//1. Recalculated Local General Fund oast for 1979-80 (frau 1989-90 P-1 Data Sheet I) thbole Number) 445 i 530,900

Clip.

\ 2. 1979-80 cost per ADA (from 1989-90 P-1 Data Sheet 1) (two decimal places)

Chp \r, I.'s
3. 1989-90 Regular K-12 ADA less class site penalties Ifnmn 1989-90 Revenue Lout hbrksheet, Schedule 8, line 8-1, EDP 027 lets

line 8-2. EDP 0281 (two decimal places)
451

4. 1979-80 cost per ADA toes 1989-90 ADA (line 2 times line 3) (round up to a whole nurber) 453 ' 588 ooa

5. 1989-90 Local General Fund Contribution, Enter the lesser of line 1 and ltne 4. Also enter LAGFC on line ?a, J-50-NET;MI

13)P 336 lhhole Wither)
455 530,000

ISSN-1GI.11)

1



1989-90 Statewide Average Sumort Service Ratios

A. Stated& Average Support Service Ratio 0.5215

8. 115% clothe Statewide Average s.. 0.5997

C. 150% of the Statewide Averapp
0.7823

D. Statewide Average Support Service Ratios by Class

1. Elementary districts ct 100 or loss ADA .. 0.4414

2. Elementary districts with more than 100 and less than 901 ADA.. 0.4588

3. High school districts with less than 301 ADA 0.3211

4. Unified districts with less than 1,501 Mk 0.5170

5. Elementary districts with more than 900 ADA 0.5146

6. High school districts with more than 300 NA 0.5340"

7. Unified districts with more than 1,500 ADA"' 0.5712'

Exceeds the statewide average, therefore use the statewide average: 0.5215.

Includes county offices of education.

(AWR)
My. 09-89)

CZ*
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J-50 ENT - ENTITLEMENT FOR IPS UNITS

Purpose:

The 3-50 ENT is a two page form which is usei to calculate district
support service entitlement and to sum the regular and extended
year IPS Entitlements, the support service entitlements, and the
NPS Entitlement to arrive at the total special education
entitlement. The Support Service Entitlements are based on adjusted
regular and actual IPS entitlements multiplied by the district
support service ratios. Separate calculations are made for severely
handicapped and non-severely handicapped support entitlements.

Data_Sources:

Regular IPS Entitlement and Excess Aides - from 3-50 IPS;

Extended Year IPS Entitlement - from 3-50 EXT;

Unit Rates for DIS, SDC, and RSP - from J-50 IPS;

Differences in Units Funded Between P-1 and P-2 - from J-50
IPS (read the common errors section below before computing
this);

Support Services Ratios - from 3-50 SSR; and

Nonpublic School Entitlement - from 3-50 NPS.

Data Output:

The total special education entitlement (Line 36) is transferred
to the J-50 NET/ENT for calculation of Net J-50 State Aid.

1st Periodj 2n6 Period and Annual Reports:

The "Adjustments for Units started between P-1 and P-2" (lines 9
to 18 and 28 to 31) are only applicable to the P-2 3-50 ENT.

On the 2nd Period report (and any annual revisions if filed), the
full form should be calculated.



State Oats Out.=

Total IPS entitlements and support services entitlements are posted
to be used as check figures in the state calculation and
verification process. The differences in units operated between
P-1 and P-2 (lines 6, 9, 12, 15, and 28) are collected at P-2 to
allow the state to calculate support services entitlement
adjustments.

Common Errors:

On the second period report, errors are commonly made in computing
the number of units started between P-1 and P-2 which are subject
to support services entitlement reduction, i.e., Line 9 reports new
DIS units started at P-2, Line 12 reports new NSH SDC twits started
at P-2, Line 15 reports new RSP units started at P-2, and Line 28
reports new SH SDC units started at P-2. Often the number of units
started at P-2, i.e., not operated at P-1, are overstated because
growth units, units reallocated among instructional settings, and
units transferred from other SELPAs are not excluded by the
preparer when determining the number of new units started at P-2.
New growth units should be excluded as it may not be possible for
SELPAs to hire instructors and start these classes by P-2, and the
SELPA should not be penalized for this occurrence. Units
reallocated from one instructional setting to another instructional
setting should not ba reported if these units were operated in the
previous instructional setting at P-1. New units transferred from
another SELPA should not be reported if these units were operated
by the transferring SELPA at P-1. The support services entitlement
adjustment is only appropriate if an existing unit was not in
operation at P-1.

VI-58
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c.r,

MUMMA STATE
mpurrmeir Of EDECATI(N

J-5111-eif Ifiev. 09-89)

J-50-FNT
ENTITLUENTS PM IPS CNITS

County ALlnueAky_ usstriet Delta

muNrSEVERL-171.14AWCAPPi5;

1. IPS Regular Year Entitlement frau P-I. J50-1141
a. Column A: Line 17, EDP 560, Column F
b. Column 8: Lane 17, ma 560, Column G
c. Oalumn C: (.ine 17. my 560, Column II

2. unused Aides Adiustrent-
1. Total Regular Year Entitlement flute 1 manus line 2)
4. IPS Fitended Year Entitlement (rum 11-1, J-50-E2T:

a. column A: EDP 553, Column C plum Colurn F
b. Column 8: EDP 601. Column C plus Column F
c. Column e: EDP 664. ColUmn C

5. Total Non-sesere IPS Entitlement Iline 1 plus line 41

tw...al Plan Ilrra

1 'DP 1,....cAlisiricr
KUMAR

1989-90 First Principal

101-DEFICITED. INFAKr

_1224800 : 30,t0D :061 L.11.2611_J450'
' 072
' 076 -,=----Trrserr-;

ADRS171NT FOR DlS POTS IN EXCESS di 1981(2Z- D1S INITS OPERATED, EC Secticm 567181b1a

i./ h. Difference between P-I 1989-90 U1S undta funded and 1980-61 018 units orerated ISett

footnote e. (or calculation) Repnrt positive or nejative values ITWin deounals)

7. Unit rate for D1S units Ifrom J-50-IPS, line 16 column el
6. Total adjustment for eNcess 015 units {line 6 times Itne 71 ttmes .50. If negative,

report zero 0S9

AllIASTINENT Ft.44 1141TS STARTED mum: P-1 AND P-2. Education Cnde WNW
f

9. Differenre in the /wrier of DIS units between P-2 and P-I 1989-90 IJ-50-IPS line 7.

lesser of Cohen 6 or El minus (line 7, lesser of Column A or D). Report ismitive or

negatiim values. (Two decimals1 069

10. Unit rite tor DIS units Ifrum J10-IPS line 16, Cobs') E) ' 066

II. DIS units adjustment Iline 9 tires Itne 101 times .25. (Whole numberl Report positive

or negative values ' 071

12. Dif(ereice in the meter of StIC units between P-2 and P-I 1989-90 IJ-50-IPS line fa,

lesser of CCIIISITI R or El minus (line 4a, lesser of Colorn A or 0). Report ;fugitive

or nelat tul values 111.1) decumls) 062

II. Unit rate fur SVC units 1.1-50-IPS line 12. Colunn Et 078

14. SIx: units adjustment I line 12 times line Ili times .25. (ldiole number). Report positike

or negative values ' 064

15. Differesre tn the number of RSP units between P-2 and P-I 1989-90 1J-50-IPS line 6,4,

lesser of Column 8 or FI minus Iltne 6a, lesser of Column A or DI. Pepnrt pnsiti%e

or negati%e yaks's. ITs.ai decimals) 066

IS. unit rate for RSP units 1.1-50-1PS line 15. Caltrii El 070

11. MP units adjustment (line 15 times !Me 16) times .2'). (410)le ntster). Pepnt p)sizte

or negative values
074

18. Total Moils Adjustment Iline II pilot line 14 plus lino 171. It negative. report zero 080

' 063
' 065

' 067
060

r, ti t4 SRI Pt Y 11.1MIPAPPID SI VP lIfT
I Id I I, 'a *I -o % . y H.11.11, 11)1.0 I it 01.1.1 'fru 11,11a dr) ri (*(.11. lingo

4 1 I M. I. in3,1
II )).1 I lid. l'4,1,0 Iii. H runhis (ine I')

I. ....I I. , .1) 11.1f 1( vI WIWI-91) I ./50-Shl'
II I. I 1 I. VII O. ill le, 11114)
.0.1t sr% to .114114 t 'ierc Ht tt letritHt I I ne :0 t try-. 1 ine 211
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c.u.trurtm% snrt .1-WV:I' Wont limed)
(AVM:MEW Of EDUCATICH ENTITLEMENTS fOR IPS UNITS

J-i0-EIT 1Rev. 09-891

County Blue Sky market Delta tmal Plan Area White Cloud

gKiiiia-h53053717155:

23. IPS Regular Year Entitlepent from P-1. J-50IPSi
A. Column As Line 21. EDP 570, Column r

1989-90 Pint Prinuical

EDP Coltre_1_1(blusek B : Colima C ;

: ND. : MUM : NOWDEFIC1TED1 wpm :

1.___JuNrrs

b. Cblumn II: Line 21. EDP 57C. Column 0
. .
. . , 1

c. Coluen CI Line 21, EIP 570. Column H ' Oft : 911 1100 : 167 1010 : 119 DIN

24. trussed Aides Adjuatment" ' 088 : :
imesmiewro:

25. Total Regular Year Entitlement lime 23 minus line 241 ' 090 : 90.11D0

26. IPS Extended Year Entitlement frun P-1. J-50-ENTI
a. Colunn A; EDP 589, Cohan C plus Column F
b. Wirt 8: EDP 602, Column C plum Colkrn F
c. Column C: EDP 678. Cohan C

17. Total Se%ere IPS Entitlement Iltne 25 plus line 26)

1

8

8

' 083
085

1c44 LN1TS STARTED BEWEN P-1 AND 9-2. EdUcation Cole 5671814i

28. Difference in the meter of SDC units between P-2 ami P-1 1989-90 1.1-10-1PS line 10a.

lesser of rolunn 8 or E1 minus lime 10a. lesser of Column A or DI. Report positp.e or

negatii.e values. 1Two 4ectrals1 082

29. unit rate (or SDC untts 1J-50-IPS line 20, Column LI 084

10. SLE units adjustment Iline 28 tures line 291 tires .25. inhale raster1. It negative,

report zero

41 II. Adjusted Se%ere IPS Entitlement Iltne 25 minus line 10)
12. support Services Ratio for Severely Hardicalped 11989-90 P-1, J-50-SS8AGE,

EUP 647 or 6481 frau: Dm:unalsi 087

C) (line 25 times line 321..04E1e meter) 089 1 615.232Ch H. se*.ere Support Services Entitlement Imultiply line 21 by line 261 plus

086
092

190,139 34,671 77,559

II.,$1.139 ; 291.6? i 145.354iI
. fp. d .*.f. ' f

t

X...-

.

,..1,. ..,
oft,.., ,..

4I ,yo
.

I '58:111.5'.., -.., +et .11..

-..-
' 1. t -

14. Toral 1989-90 Support Services Entitlement time 22 plus line 111 thhole meter)
:1 8119 771;091 "

.5701 .5701

113,261 79,507

7115,1611 95,564

ifIltIR ENTITIDEMS
15. Nonpublic School Entitlenmnt tom P-I. J-50 -3(PS, Part I:

: !a. CCALSTI A: M ierP 717, Coll A 2210M 11.777
b. Coluon B: EDP 717, total of Columns 8 and C 095 :

31). TA.41 kiecsal Education Entitlement isun of lines 5, 27. 34. aid IS) 099 :y,a22,19v 4.17,19k

a. voltam is to te used for ccassart.at ion of tte IPS Bit it Intent for Regular Units.
b. Colisri 8 is 1i te used fur carpdat ion of the IPS Ent it !anent for tion-deficited Ln its .
C. cnlirn C is to be used for (sop/Lit inn of the IPS Ent it lerent for Infants.
d. I. It Ammer. in Colleen C. fDP 576 and 578. .1-50-IPS. are blt.h.ositie.e shoed those antsients in Cohen A, EDP 072 aisi 088, as aFvropridite.

2 11 alriunts in Cohen C, WQ 576 4M 578, J-50-IP5, are blth negatiefe, or if MP 380 Coltein C on J-SO-IPS is negative, show tern in
Coition WP 072 ard 088.

I. II (*ohm C, EPP 576 ts Fositive, aryl Colton C. me 578 is negat tie, or vice to!rsi, shad the total (run C, 5130, J-50-IPS in

% of either me 072 or 088 for mititche%er cdtegory had the plsiti%. .119Ault.

4. In no %Nadi Cullom A. *Pp 11" or 088 (unused aide ailjustErnt 1 be gre.iter th,in Coluno A, EDP 061 or 081 Iregular year tmt it lere.ntI.
I( it I 11. show the bilatre in UV 012 or 088 rollevi 8.

e. It el the tits taut risirt(s1 on the J50-II,S, line lb, colim A deduct untti result Intl frt.: a real brit .f untts by your SEIPA, Infant DIti
nen', and OH unit pai for annth..r Sll.P4. then detlid.t the MS 811 units .1isplayed on y. 1989-90 P-1 nod Shieu I. iirput

wrfiliater. ii...tt ise ot line 6. CIIP 1/b7,
.!..t i il.1 noir 4 Jr.. .InIt oyvt ite.1 f in 1419, ((Inter f ly PIL,Vpit.II9, aril of, or resident trefical it es.

" Int tut 'wit ice units et! (.4 .1%11 (len a.jei () thtutoih : years II notalut. Unit is operated tor infant's resoling in (4:13 rtimt td, rql1Iftewl in

(Aleln C. Int filit litlit

I I .1)tvr 11)

117
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1111 RN1A STATE
TRENT OF EDUCATION

J.50.ENT (Rev. 3-89)

(ouritv BLUE SKY

NON-SEVERELY HANDICAPPED

1. (PS Regular Year Entitlemet from P-2, J-50.1PS:

J50

ENTITLEMENTS FOR IPS UNITS

Seerincipet

District DELTA UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT Local Plan Area White Cloud

COLUMN A COLUMN 8 COLUMN C

EDP REGULAR NONDEFICITED INFANT

NO. UNITS UNITS UNITS

a. Column A: Line 17, EDP 560, Column F
b. Column 8: Line 17, EDP 560, Column G
c. Column C: Line 17, EDP 560, Column H

061 2,261,465 173,801 30,801

2. Unused Aides Adjustment
072 0 0 XXXXXXX

3. Total Regular Year Entiltlement (line 1 minus line 2)
076 2,261,465 173,801 30,801

4. IPS Extended Year Entitlement from P.1 Exhibits, J.50.EXT:

a. Column A: EDP 553, Column C plus Column F

b. Column 8: EDP 603, Column C plus Column F
c. Column C: EDP 664, Column C

063 49,466 4,834 0

5. Total Nonsevere IPS Entitlement (line 3 plus line 4)
065 2,310,931 178,635 30,801

ADJUSTMENT FOR DIG UNITS IN EXCESS OF 1980/81 DIS UNITS OPERATED, EC Section 56738(b)

6. Difference between P.1 1987/88 D1S units funded and 191'0/81 01S units operated

Report positive or negative values (Two decimals)
067 0.00 0.00 XXXXXXX

7. Unit rate for DIS units (from J50.1PS, line 16 column E)
060 0 0 XXXXXXX

8. Total adjustment for excess DIS units (line 6 times line 7) times .50. If negative

report zero
059 0 0 XXXXXXX

ADJUSTMENT FOR UNITS STARTED BETWEEN P.I AND P.2, EdUcation Code 56738(a)

9. Difference in the number of DIS units between P.2 and P.1 1988.89 (J.50.IPS line 7,

lesser of Column B or E) minus (line 7, lesser of Column A or 0). Report positive or

negative values. (Two decimals)
069 0.00 0.00 0.00

10. Unit rate for DIS units (from J.50.(PS line 16, Column E) 068 35,001 35,001 35,001

11. DIS units adjustment (line 9 times line 10) times .25. (Whole number). Report positive

or negative values
071 0 0 0

12. Difference in the number of SOC units between P 2 and P1 1988.89 (J.50.IPS line 4a,

lesser of Column B or E) minus (line 4a, lesser of Column A or D). Report positive

or negative values. (Two decimals)
062 0.00 0.00 0.00

13. Unst rate for SDC units (J.50.(PS line 12, Column E)
078 47,000 47,000 47,000

14. SDC units adjustment (line 12 times line 13) times .25. (Whole number). Report positive

or negative values
064 0 0 0

15. Difference in the number of RSP units between P.2 and P.I 1988 89 (J.50.(PS line 6a,

lesser of Column B or E) minus (line 6a, lesser of Colulin A or Ci). Report positive

or negative values. (Two decimals)
066 0.00 0.00 0.00

16. Unit rate for RSP units (J.50.IPS line 15, Column E)
070 49,000 49,000 49,000

17. RSP units adjustment (line 15 times line 16) times .25. (Whole number). Report positive

or negative values
074 0 0 0

18. Total units Adjustment (line 11 plus line 14 plus line 17). If negative, report zero 080 0 0 0

AOJUS1MENTS FOR NON Si-VERILY NANOICAPPIO
19. Ad)Lr.tment for Non ),everely IlJodicapped Extunded Year (EducatIon Code 56737(e)(2)1, line

SIMI-. 5fl (60),)ic rusidwi )

ill I I 1,4n. itt i tt. lb I ar I I a 111 MI nu-, 1 lily 19

07i

0/5 2:286,19tt

2,417
1/6,218

0

30,801

1+ it I r I' 1, hi Ili. 04..1 ( 198J4 1 1 1 .11111 I J I)H `s1/4.fr/l61

14 6..6 of 648) (finP
0/7 0.5e15 0.5215

Non severe Stypott SVIVI(V1 traItlement (ime 70 IlMes line ?)) (Whole riLmitiw7)
0/9 1,192,75/ 91,898 16,063

BEST COPY AVAILABLE
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CALIFORNIA STATE

DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION
J.50.ENT (Rev. 389)

County BLUE SKY

SEVERELY HANDICAPPED

J.50ENT

ENTITLEMENTS FOR IPS UNITS

District DELTA UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT

23. IPS Regular Year Entitlemet from P.2, J.50IPS:
a. Column A: Line 21, EDP 570, Column F
b. Column 8: Line 21, EDP 570, Column 0
c. Column C: Line 21, EDP 570, Column H

24. Unused Aides Adjustment
25. Total Regular Year Entiltlement (line 23 minus line 24)
26. IPS Extended Year Entitlement from P.1 Exhibits, J.50.EXT:

a. Column A: EDP 589, Column C plus Column F
b. Column 8: EDP 602, Column C plus Column F
b. Column C: EDP 678, Column C

27. Total Severe IPS Entitlement (line 25 pius line 26)

ADJUSTMENT FOR UNITS STARTED BETWEEN P1 AND P2, EdUcation Code 56738(a)
28. Difference in the number of SDC units between P.2 and P.1 1988.89 (J.50.IPS line 10s,

41 lesser of Column 8 or E) minus (line 10a, lesser of Column A or D). Report positive
cir negative values. (Two decimals)

29. Unit rate for SDC units (J50IPS line 20, Column E)
30. SDC units adjustment (line 28 tines line 29) times .25. (Whole number). If negative

report zero
31. Adjusted Severe IPS Entitlement. (line 25 minus line 30)
32. Support Services Ratio for Severely Handicapped (1988.89 P.1 Exhibits, J.50.SSR/LGF EDP

647 or 648) (Four Decimals)
33. Severe Support Services Entitlement (multiply line 21 by line 26) plus

(line 31 times line 32) (Whole number)

34. fotal 1988.89 Support Services Entitlement (line 22 plus line 33) (Whole number)

oTHER ENTITLEMENTS

35. Nonpublic School Entitlement from P-2, J.50-NPS:
a. Column A: EDP 717, Column A
b. Column 8: EDP 717, total of Columns 8 and C

36. Total Special EdUcation Entitlement (sum of lines 5, 27, 34, and 35)

BEST COPY AVAILABLE

I 71

EDP

NO.

COLUMN A
REGULAR

UNITS

Local Plan Area White

COLUMN B
NONDEFICITED

UNITS

Second Principe

Cloud

COLUMN C
INFANT

UNITS

081 933,000 167,000 119,000

088 0 0 XXXXXXX

090 933,000 167,000 119,000

083 198,139 34,623 22,359

085 1,131,139 201,623 141,359

082 0.00 0.00 0.00

084 60,000 60,000 60,000

086 0 0

092 933,000 167,000 119,000

087 0.5701 0.5701 0.5701

089 635,232 113,263 79,502

091 1,827,484 205,161 95,565

095 220,920 31,777 xxxXXXX

099 5,490,474 617,196 267,725
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J-50 LOP RECOMPUTATION OF LOCAL GENSW FUND CONTRIBUTIQN

Purpose:

This form is part of the combined J-50 SSR/LGF form. The LGF
section of the form is used to calculate the Local General Fund
Contribution.

Data Sources:

Fiscal year 1979-80 Recalculated Local General Fund
Contribution and fiscal year 1979-80 Cost per ADA - from
State Data Sheet I; and

Current Year Revenue Limit ADA - from district business
office records.

Data Output:

The calculated current year Local General Fund Contribution is
posted to the J-50 NET/ENT and used as a deduction from special
education entitlements to arrive at J-50 state aid.

lat__Period 2nd a_par_tp"thuae

The current year J-50 LGF is computed on the P-1 report. If actual
current year K-12 ADA is less than 1979-80 K-12 ADA (i.e., Line 5
is less than Line 4), the state will recalculate the LGFC for the
first, second, and annual reports using ADA data which are
electronically transferred from your current attendance reports.
If current year ADA is greater than 1979-80 ADA, LGFC will be
calculated on 1979-80 ADA, i.e., the recalculated local General
Fund cost for 1979-80. Therefore, your LGFC will never exceed your
1979-80 level and will be reduced only if your current year K-12
ADA is less than your 1979-80 K-12 ADA.

Data Sheet II:

The current year ADA estimate (Line 3) and calculated LGFC (Line
5) are posted to Data Sheet II. These lines can be used as input
and as check totals in state calculations. However, the usual
practice of the state is to transfer the current year ADA reported
by districts for revenue limits into the J-50 Data Base and use
this information to calculate the LGF contribution.

Common Errors:

None Reported.

1 7J
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J-SO NET/ENT_ ... NET STATE ENTITL4104T 79R DISTRICTS AND COUNTY
OffICES

Purpose:

The first page of the 3-50 NET/ENT is primarily used to calculate
deductions from the total special education entitlement computed
on the 3-50 ENT to arrive at Net 3-50 State Aid for the LEA (i.e.,
Line 9d). The deductions are for revenue limit funding generated
by Special Day Classes, Federal P.L. 94-142 Local Assistance
entitlement, the district Local General Fund Contribution, County
taxes and revenues received under Education Code 56713 (for
districts in certain counties).

The second page of the form is used by the SELPA to reconcile the
federal P.L. 94-142 Local Assistance Grant and to compute SELPA-
wide entitlements for Program Specialists, Regionalized Services
and Low Incidence Funds. The second page also indicates whether
state apportionments are to be paid to the SELPA, or directly to
member districts. Districts do not complete page 2, but do provide
the person at the SELPA who is responsible for completing the form
with student enrollments (CBEDS count) and low incidence pupil
counts necessary for completion of the form. County offices must
also complete longer day and year entitlements.

Data Sources:

LEA required:

Special Education Entitlement (lines la to lc) - from 3-50
ENT;

Special Education Special Day Class ADA - from district
records;

Special Education Base Revenue Limit Per ADA (K-12) - from
district records;

County office revenue limits from districts - from county
records;

Federal Public Law 94-142 Pupil Counts and Local Assistance
Entitlement - from the SELPA;

STRS Adjustment - from State Data Sheet I;

County office excess revenues, Education Code Section 56713,
if applicable, - from the county office's distribution to its
districts of the amount displayed on the county office's J-
50 NET/ENT EDP 342. Note: A list of how the county office
distributes its excess revenue to its districts must be
provided to the state. The distribution list allows the
state to recalculate the district distributions if the state

VI-64

1.9

-1.



calculates an excess revenue value which is different from
the value computed by the county office.

County taxes - from county office Form O.

SELPA required:

P.L. 94-142 Local Assistance Grant - from state notification;

Unduplicated pupil counts - Prior year December P.L. 94-142
counts and prior year December low incidence pupil counts
from the report filed; current year December and April counts
from member districts or from SELP:. management information
systems;

Total K-12 enrollments - Provided by member districts from
CBEDS report; and

Payment of apportionments to SELPA rather than districts -
Based on agreement with SELPA governing board. May be used
if state funding is distributed within SELPA in a manner
different from 3-50 calculations.

Data Output:

LEA state aid for special education (line 9d);

SELPA entitlements for program specialists, regionalized
services, and low incidence funding; and

County office longer day and year.

Unlike a number of the previous forms, however, this form's
computations are not modified for each reporting period.
Information posted to the form and used in the calculations will
change with each reporting period.

STATE 7-50 wiTA SHEET 11:

The state collects district Special Day Class ADA and base revenue
limit per ADA for use in verifying calculations. However, the state
transfers ADA reported on 3-18/19 attendance reports and district
Revenue Limit Worksheets to the 3-50 data base and uses these in
its calculations. The Federal P.L. 94-142 entitlement and county
revenue received under Education Code Section 56713 are collected
and used in state calculations. In addition, county tax-collected
information is reported. The total special education entitlement
(l'ne ld-EDP 321) and state entitlement (line 9a-EDP 340) are
co:lected to be used as check figures against state calculations.

From the second page of the J-50 NET/ENT, unduplicated pupil counts
and CBEDS enrollments are collected for use in the state's

VI-65
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calculations. The amounts for P.L. 94-142, Program Specialists
and Regionalized Services, and Low /ncidence are collected for use
as check figures. If EDP 369 (Line 27) has a "1" inserted, member
district apportionments will be paid to the SELPA Administrative
Unit. There is no separate breakout of district entitlements on
Exhibit C if "1" is entered.

Common Errors:

District prepared:

1) Line ld (EDP 321, total special education entitlement) is not
posted to State Data Sheet II. This amount is a key check
figure used by the state in verifying that they have
correctly computed your special education entitlement and
state aid. It is important that this amount be posted to
Data Sheet II in order to allow later reconciliation with
apportionment payments from the state.

2) The ADA for Special Day Classes reported on Line 2a may
erroneously include ADA for pupils who are not of legal age
to enroll in kindergarten. ADA may not be claimed until a
student has reached the legal age to enroll in kindergarten
(Education Code Section 4800 and Education Code Section
46100, et seq.). Thus ADA may not be claimed for infants nor
for pupils in a preschool program unless they are of legal
age for enrollment in kindergarten. Inclusion of under-age
pupils results in an increased demand on revenue limit funds
and an understatement of demand on J-50 Master Plan funds.
Cooperation between the J-50 preparer and the attendance
officers who prepare the J-18/19 attendance reports is
necessary to be certain that special education ADA is
properly calculated and reported. The SDC ADA reported on
the J-18/19 attendance reports is electronically transferred
to the state's 3-50 data base during apportionment processing
and replaces the ADA reported on the J-50 NET/ENT.

3) The amount of the Federal P.L. 94-142 Local Assistance
Entitlement on Line 6 is incorrectly reported. The actual
district share of the SELPA's grant amount should be reported
on this line, unless, of course, the SELPA has not received
its P.L. 94-142 grant award in time for the preparation of
the J-50 Report. If the grant award has not been received,
then the calculation of pupils multiplied by the per pupil
amount must be performed to estimate the district's share of
the grant. The state must sum these district shares to
ensure that the total P.L. 94-142 grant has been reported and
is therefore being deducted to offset the demand on J-50
Master Plan funds. The SELPA is also required to provide the
state with a list of grant amounts and the methodology used
to establish district level grants so the state may
recalculate the district level distributions if necessary.
Each district should obtain the correct amount, as well as
the distribution methodology, from its SELPA.

VI-66 /



4) When computing J-50 state aid, the LEA does not deduct its
LGFC, or neglects to reduce the LGFC by the STRS adjustment.

SELPA prepared:

5) The P.L. 94-142 Local Assistance Grant amounts reported by
member districts on page 1 do not add to the total SELPA
grant for 3-50 deduction purpose. To avoid this problem: 1)
SELPAs must ensure that they provide correct information to
member districts. The unduplicated pupil count to be used
is the prior year's federal December count (only ages 3-21).
NOT-RIS pupils should also be excluded (see lines 12 to 15
of the form); and 2) SELPAs should file a listing of the
distribution to member districts showing the methodology used
with the J-50 reports.

6) SELPAs do not report pupil counts and/or CBEDS counts on P-
1 and P-2. Without this information, the entitlements for
Program Specialists and Regionalized Services cannot be
computed and paid. The state does not incorporate the
official December and April pupil counts or the CBEDS counts
into the 3-50 data base until the annual cycle for each
fiscal year. In the meantime, be sure to collect and report
estimates of this information.

VI-177



c,

CALIFORNIA SCATE J-50-NET/E4T
DEPARTHEff or exancw NET STATE gammen FOR =RIM =COUNTY OFFICES
J-504411MENT (Rev. 09-891

County Blue_ Sky District Delta Local Plan Area White Cloud

1989-90 First Principal

INsanCTIONJIIMIMMODWISRI
1. a. Special Education Entitlement for regular IFS units, Support Services, and MPS

(fnai J-59-EN1 , line 36, EDP 099, Column A) 317 :, 5.472,199 1

b. Special Education Entitlement for Mon-deficited IPS units, Support Services, and MPS
(from J-50-flit, line 36, EDP 099, Column 8) 319 1 617.194 '

c. Special Education Entitlement for Infant IPS units and Support Services '

Mum J-50-EWT, line 36. EDP 099, Column C) 318 '

d. Total Special Education Entitlement (line la plus line lb plus line lel 321 1
e. Ratio of MonAefiCited unit entitlement to total mei/trend Mowdeficited entitlement !line lb divided by

(line la plus line lb)) (F.704r decimal places) .

a. Estimated 1989-90 Special Edecation n4 ADA for Special Day Classes (do not include ADA tor nonpeelic w)eels or
County Office of Education credited to the district) (Districts Only) (two decimal places)

b. Ratio of SEC units oporated to SDC units allocated' (four decimal places)
c. Adjusted 1989-90 Special Education ADA for Special Day Classes (line 2a divided by line 2b. (tuo decimal places)...

1

Me column A
MN 1

t.hp, V, 3.14 2.
324:

327
328

e

11L....staa-
330 2 161,14

Chp. V. 3.1) 3. 19419-90 Sese Revenue Limit Per ADA (districts only) films Form 142 1P-11 Line C-16d, EDO 115 (tm, decimals) 329
4. Special Education Revenue Limit. (line 3 x line 2c.) (Districts Only) (Whole amber) 331

Chp, V. 3.16 S. a. Parvenue Limit Elands from Districts (County Offices only) ihhole number) 333
b. Adjusted Revenue Limit ferels from Districts (line 514 divided ty line 21,) (Whole nurber) 334

Chp. V, j,15 6. Applicable Federal rend Contribution. P.L. 94-142 local Assistance Entitlement
1283.6311 (use actual aacunt of thegrant it known)

b

WecemberIng Unduplicated count) (Per Pupil Entitlement Factor)
7. a. Local General Fend Contribution (from 1989-90, J-50-SSR-L3F, EDP 455) (Districts Only)

Chip. V. 3.8 b. srAs Adjustment (from 1989-90 P-1 Data Sheet EDP 339)
c. Recalculated Local General Fend Contributice (line 7a minus line 7b) (set negative values to sero) (Whole nuMber)..

L078. ccemty Special Education Prgperty Tas (County Offices Only) (Whole number)
9. a. Instructional Program State Entitlement for District/COunty Office IlineId minus lines 4, 5b, 6, 7c, and 81

3.19(
b. County revenue distributed to districts under the provisions of Educatien Cede 56713 (County Offices Only)
c. Revenue received from the County Office under the provision of Education Code 56713 (Districts Only) .
d. Adjusted Instructional Program State Entitlement for District/County Clfice (line 9a plus line 9b minus line 9c) :

10. Adjueted Special Education Pr2gram Entitlement for mem.deficitald IFS units illine 9d sinus lire 1c) times line 1e1 1

11. Adjusted special Education Program rntitlement for Regular and Infant IPS units (line 9d minus line 10)

Chp, V,

t;,16-1"E

a

b.

335
336
338
337
339
340
342
344
355
356

39

/74111410

4141.fits

330,454
530,dbe
40 000

4

A-521,027
Al2,iot

A.111118C21.

Use the workcheet on the reverse of this page to compute the ratio e .::)C units operated to SDE units allocated.
Do not include infants or pupils saes 3.4 that do not require Intensive seroicesinot.PISI In the December count used to generate your Pi. 94.142 Local Assistance
Entitlement.

BEST COPY AVAIVOLE 1 79



P-1 hORESIIEET E CONIVIING RATIO Of SDC WITS OPOIAM) '10 SDC %MS ALIDCATED

Infant and Ages 3-21.11 programs &recombined on the 3-50 to mintage the number of
calculation:: neceisary to compute &pedal education entitle:mote: hOwever. the Indianian
of infant programs in the calculation of the ratio used in determining the revenue limit
deduct is inappropriate because infants do not generate ADA and revenue limit funds.

The following uorkshest follows the methodology used by the state to extract infant units

from:the total pc units operated. Non-infant program providers may also use this

worksheet by completing only sections 1, 3 and S. Failure b3 report all SVC units

operated on the J40-IPS will overstate your revenue limit deduct.

SDC uNrrs OPERATED:

1. Total SDCs operated (includes infant SOCs if any);

a. Non-severe SDC unite operated, J-50-IPS EDP 51001
b. Severe SDC units operated, J-50-IPS EDP 5080:
c. Total SVC units operated, lines a b:

2. Less infant SDCs operated:

d. Infant Non-severe SDC-1 aide, 3-50-IPS EDP 5280:
e. Infant Non-severe SDC-2 aide, 3-50-IPS EDP 5300;
f. Infant Severe MCI, 3-50-IPS EDP 5700:
g. Total Infant SDC units operated, lines d e + fs

h. Total SDC 3-21.11 units mantel, lines o minus g:

SDC UNITS ALLOCATED:

3. TOtal MU allocated (includes Want SOCA if any):

i. Non-severe SDC units allocated, 3-50-IPS WO 510A:
j. Severe LIDC units allocated, J-50-IPS EDP 508,11
k. Total SDC units allocated, lines i jt

4. Less Infant Units allocated:

1. Infant snc -1 allocated, Infant Schedule 8, EDP 88001
m. Infant SDC -2 allocated, Infant Schedule 8, EDP CSOC:
n. Infant SDC-1 transferred in, Infant Schedule 13, EDP 8960:
o. Infant SDC-2 transferred in. Infant Schedule 8, EDP 896C;
p. Total Infant SDC units allocated, lines 1 m n o:

q. Tbtal SDC 3-21.11 units allocated, lines k minus p:

0

2.20

19.01

saIg

5. Ratio of SDC units oterated to allocated:
Infant and 3-21.11 program providers divide line h by line :it
I0 only 3-21.11 programs are provided, divide line c by line lc

If this ratio is greater than 1.0000 transfer it to the
J-50-NET/12T EDP 328, if less than or equal to 1.0000,
trannfer 14000.

(MET -ENT.P1) Workaheet
(Rev. 09-89)

2. 20

43.70

I 0200



cA1.11E1111.N1.4 TTE
le PANNE/a 1W IIINATION
J-S0-NIT/Off Inge. 09-1191

nom K1ue Sky District

J-SO-NFT err limmOinilm11
MIEN wr grin cwrinevas ftR

SELP4 1LNINISTRATWE UNITS AHD arm olfIcES EVIXATION

1.1:419 12 THUM 24 41/ST a amine) DV 11111 MilthANMAINI. CINL

CIMUTATIUN oF FL 94.442 IADCU ASSISTANCE MAW PAN J-50 REFLVTINO:

Wii I I. IO1=41 Plan %re.'
C W

1989-90 first Priorwel

Clip,. V,
Clip, V,

clip, V,

Clip, V,

CIT. V,

L20 12. 1949 PL 94-142 lccal Usistance Drint to ynum SELP4
3.21 II. TbLal number of I and 4 year old 1ot-P1S pupils in December 11411 pupil count

It. PL 94-142 funds for 1-4 year old Mot-R1S ptplls Ilins 13 s 9241.65111
6IS. SEM', PL 94-142 grant amount for J40 reporting purposes Ilene 12 minim line 141

maw MCOUIL&ND 6P31044100.191,AaLlga

'

'

'

'

'

'

'

.

'

1 " 16. Estimated December 1949 Special Education Unliplicated Pupil Craint
" " I/. Estimated December 1949 %gee 1-4 Mot111S Vreaplicated Pupil Coma

18. Estimated endiiplicated Pupil Count used to generate Program Specialist.Amaionalised Services Ponds
!line 16 minis line 17i

3,23 19. Ten percent of total CMS 4-12 enrollment. ortober 1949 Cram CIIIDS School Information Eon+
20. Progres Npmrhiltste Entitlmment: The lesser of lure II and 19 multiplied by $61.01711 Inourd to a 0E10 munberl

II. Regionalised Services Entitlenent: The lesser of lines 111 and 19 esiltiplted by $15.11169 iNcund to a whole nimeheri

22. Total for Program Specialists and Region/Oiled Services: Sum of lines 20 plum 21

Ii *0 .INCIDINCT..ntli)
3.24 !I. Number of pupils who qualify for low incidence funding

d

170

172

273

157
162

174 :

139

161 . t, .

MOM 4

361

)6S
N....pirrI,Trr...a

N64

24. tow Incuilece Entitlement, line 21 multiplied by 5161.0491 166

LINE 25 SHDVLD III CUPPLETTD Illf THE coONTY OFFICE oNLV
ZS. Total longer daylonger year incentive for County Offices ti-SO-DO. line Ili : 168

LINE 36 SOLID BE (17144/TD SE THE CCOln./tig. MUIR SW11.41,041011VTOLINIT.
16. met state Entitlement for Special Education lsum of lines 90. 22. 24 and iSi $67

27. MIA '1' If itiO nnmr nor TOTAL APKIffNIPPINIS rnn ALL ENTITIES IN THE FELFA

MAD( WHIM( r) 11HE AU RATHER THAN P3 FALV INDIVIDUAL()MATING ENTITY' ' 169

i1/151111H

Nttfts.
Since PL 94.111 laical Assistanre fords received for preschrxilers are not to be desturted in cal.olating .1-S0 entit lernents. the valise whi,11 you
haie virysateal on line IS is the /MUM of Pl. 91-112 laral AsststArce Orlin whit h should be axed for the pitons* of the 1-10 PI. 94-14! leslie t
11-14, lbs . fa. h buini et rail iv. Unit of a rulti -distr ii.t StUoi net weskit a list detailing hith the ward used 1ii ist ribute ars1 the .11 stribut lii
Ill ihe ogi lair IS I a/ the sertp.rs uf its SELP4. The suet of the %aloes Insisted in Ulf, 11% by All Sill,'" revivers rout "Pal lint* 1(0. for
I's I L. !0.1111 rrbwr to Ile liqw.vtl Inst or I tacit. J50-q'T

.1 v. 11 n tie% n Sh.1:6 `) airlines laso an 'Aerie di %du I it les as hearing, vision, And se%era orthrIPiir 19HIII"1.lit I M. .iny ,Tirithriat inn a those
111011'ro h. n I y thug., 'laps It ...meted in v aas I. fetes I let) %/Awl ivatio1 fivi I cntiet in the ill egur los of h.ir.1 hew, ing. dz.!.

%tole your lisd ItIL Ormethail Ile111011 t rat Want sisaiiI.1 tie used to cativiilast rau law in
01.1 If In r..1 .101101A 'lode y ttir INS 10.1 .11 114.111 In the proyiasoily listed eastegoir len, these funds may he wied for any child Pret any the,
; tn. a s v.1.11,11..11 it his 1.iviit ta am the linilheal Med 14931 I (feint .

in 11,11 t le hi th.tt I he SlIP1.1 Tital Rs^ sill tAlus at wn st ite (Tit it lervnt lei I I hp allot? sohol tal tbo M; rather thin brithen nut tem, Orr
',PA, 0401

14 1\1 PI I

BEST COPY AVAILABLE
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1110PARTMENT OF EDUCATION
J50NET/ENT (Rev. 389)

4u4Anty BLUE SKY

NET STATE ENTITLEMENT OR DISTRICTS AND COUNTY OFFICES

District DELTA UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT
Local Plan Area White Cloud

EDP Column A

NO.
INSTRUCTIONAL PROGRAM ENTITLEMENT

1. a. Special Education Entitlement for regular IPS units, Support Services, and APS

(from J.50.ENT, tine 36, EDP 099, Column A)

b. Special Education Entitlement for Nowdeficited IPS units, Support Services, and APS

(from J.50.ENT, line 36, EDP 099, Column 8)

c. Special Education Entitlement for Infant IPS units and Support Services

(from J-50.ENT, line 36, EDP 099, Column C)

d. Total Special Education Entitlement (line la plus line lb plus line 1c)

e. Ratio of Nowdeficited unit entitlement to total regular and nondeficited entitlement (line lb divided by

(line la plus line lb)) (four decimal places)

2. a. 1988.89 Special Education P-2 ADA for Special pay Classes (do not include ADA for non.public schools or County

Office of Education credited to the district) (districts only) (two decimal places)

b. Ratio of SDC units operated to SDC units allocated (four decimal places)

c. Adjusted 1988.89 Special Education ADA for Special Day Classes (line 2. divided by line 2h) (two decimal places)

3. 1988.89 Total Revenue Limit Per ADA (districts only) from Form K.12 (P.2) Section F, line 16d, EDP 115 (Two decimals)

4. Special Education Revenue Limit. (line 3 x 2c.) (districts only) (Whole number)

5. a. Revenue Limit Funds from Districts (counties only) (Whole number)

b. Adjusted Revenue Limit Funds from Districts (line Sa divided by line 2b) (whole number)

6. Applicable Federal Fund Contribution. P.L. 94.142 Local Assistance Entitlement

0 x 5293.0350 (use actual amovnt of the grant if known)

(December 1987 Unduplicated count) (Per Pupil Entitlement Factor)

7. a. Local General Fund Contribution (from 1988.89 P.1 Exhibits, J.50.SSR/LGF, EDP 455) (districts only)

b. STRS Adjustment (from 1988-89 P.1 Exhibits, J.50.NET/ENT, EDP 338)

c. Recalculated Local General Fund Contribution (line 7a minus line lb) (set negative values to zero) (whole number)

8. County Special Education Property Tax (counties only) (whole number)

9. a. Instructional Program State Entitlement for district/county office (line id minus lines 4, 5b, 6, 7c, and 8)

b. County revenue distributed to districts under the provisions of Education Code 56713 (counties only)

c. Revenue lecrived from the county under the plovision ot Education Code 56713 (districts only)

0 Adjusted twAtuttounoi Pluglam Slate frditlement for dist! ict/c(lunty office (line 9a plus line 9b minus line 9c)

10. Adjusted ipecial kducation Program Entitlement tut Nowdeticited IPS units ((line 9d minus line lc) tirfles line lel

11. Adjusted Special Education Program Entitlement fur Regular and Infant IPS units (line 9d minus (lnP 10)

317 5,490,474

319 617,196

318 267,725

321 6,375,395

324 0.1011

327 370.00

328 1.0224

330 361.89

329 2,750.00

331 995,198

333 0

334 0

335 330,454

336 530,000

338 40,000

337 490,000

339 0

340 4,559,743

342 0

344 60,000

355 4,499,74S

356 427,857

358 4,071,88614



CALIFORNIA STATE
DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION
J 50 NET/ENT (Rev. 3.89)

County BLUE SKY

J50.NET/EMT
OTHER NET STATE ENTITLEMENTS FOR

SELPA ADMINISTRATIVE UNITS AND COUNTY OFFICES OF EDUCATION

Second Princip

District DELTA UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT Local Plan Area White Cloud

LINES 12 THROUGH 24 MUST BE COMPLETED BY THE SELPA ADMINISTRATIVE UNIT ONLY

COMPUTATION OF PL94.142 LOCAL ASSISTANCE GRANT FOR J.50 REPORTING:

12. 1988 PL 94.142 Local Assistance Grant to your SELPA

13. Total number of 3 and 4 year old Non.RIS pupils in December 1987 pupil Count

14. PL 94.142 funds for 3.4 year old NonRIS (line 13 x 293.0350)

15. SELPA'S PL 94.142 grant amount for J50 reporting purposes (line 12 minus line 14)

PROGRAM SPECIALIST AND REGIONALIZED SERVICES FUNDS

16. Estimated December 1988 Special Education UndUplicated Pupil Count

17. Estimated December Ages 3.4 Non.RIS UndUplicated Pupil Count

cZ 18. Estimated Unduplicated Pupil Count used to generate Program Specialist/Regionalized Services Funds
(line 16 minus line 17)

19. Ten percent of total CBEDS K.12 enrollment, October 1988 from COEDS School Information Form

20. Program Specialists Entitlement: The lesser of lines 18 and 19 multiplied by 660.2425 (Round to a whole number)

21. Regionalized Services Entitlement: The lesser of lines 18 and 19 multiplied by 634.2287 (Round to a whole number)

22. Total for Program Specialists and Regionalized Services; Sum of lines 20 plus 21

LOW INCIDENCE FUND

23. Number of pupils who qualify for low incidence funding

24. Low Incidence Entitlement: line 23 multiplied by $378.3783

LINE 25 SHOULD BE COMPLETED BY THE COUNTY OFFICE ONLY

25. Total longer day/longer year incentive for county offices (..1-50-DYR, line 11)

LINE 26 SHOULD OE COMPLETED BY THE COuNTY OFFICE AND THE Sur% ADMINISTRATIVE UNIT

.q). Net State fntitlement tut Special Iducation (sum of lines 9d, 22, 24 uiw4 25)

thitki .). 11 VINI MAhl 11,1 im(Al APPmkTIONMlNh imit All INIIIIIS IN I ill SHPA MADE
1,;ht 1, r l. itii Ao WAlhik 1)1104 h) lAtm INOIVIO0Al

15 1F-43

EDP Column A

NO.

370 0

371 0

372 0

373 0

357 0

362 0

374 0

359 0

361 0

363 0

365 0

364 0

366 0

368 0

167 4,499,743

369

41110

b.



J-50 DATA SHEET Iis

The Data Sheet II is the primary 3-50 data collection form. All
3-50 worksheets are not submitted to the state; therefore, the
state must rely upon the data transferred from the 3-50 worksheets
and collected on the Data Sheet II to enter eae+ provider's
operating data into the state's data base. All of the calculations
necessary to compute 7-50 entitlements are performed by the state
against this data base, and for this reason it is not necessary for
the state to collect most of your calculated worksheet data. To
assist the state in verifying the accuracy of the data collected
and calculated by the state, certain check numbers from the locally
computed entitlements are requested on the 3-50 Data Sheet II.

Data Sources:

As you reviewed the 3-50 entitlement calculations in Chapter 7, the
data to be transferred from each form to the Data Sheet II was
summarized. Data to be transferred are also indicated by heavily
outlined cells on the J-50 forms.

1st Period and 2nd Period Reports:

The Data Sheet II is used as the primary collection device for the
first period and second period reports. The Data Sheet II is not
utilized for the annual report.

Common Errors:

1 Decimals and whole values are not properly reported. Data
reported on the 3-50 Data Sheet II are expressed as either
whole or two-decimal value numbers. Where a two-decimal
value is required, the cell will appear as
Otherwise, a whole number is required and the cell Ufa
appear as . If, for example, 4.5 is reported in a
two-decimal value field, only .45 will be recorded in the
state's data base. This example would be properly reported
as 4.50. Conversely, if 4.5 is reported in a whole number
field, 45 will be recorded in the state's data base. This
example is properly reported as 5. Care must be exercised
in properly reporting whole and decimal values to avoid data
errors.

2) Allocations of units and units transferred do not agree with
the Schedule B. The transfer of information from the
Schedule Bs to the Data Sheet II should be reviewed to ensure
that all required data are transferred and correct.

VI-73



IALIPORNIA VAIL
DEPANINiNI OF tDOCAINN
J-50-0511 (Rev. 09.691

COUNIY:

CPA:

DISIRICI:

SELPA CODE:

J.50-DAIA AU! 11

Blue Sky

White Cloud

Delta Unified

MT-

/810 n 1 Pr mc 13d1

EDI)

FORA NO. COLUMN A COLUAN O COLUMN C COLUMN 0 COLUMN E COLUMN F

J50-LPA
(SCH. 8) 980 2 00 3 4 ii 3 45 2 0 10 16 00

.150-1.PA

(SCH. 6) 992

J50-0A
(SCH. 8) 996 1, 3 0 .60

INE-LPA
(SCH.5) 880 1 00 .20 60

'INF-LPA
(SCH.8) 892

INF-LPA

(UNA) 896

J50-ALC 599 20 ,00

J50-1.Gf 451 12000..00 ..

JSOLCIF 45E3 t 30000.00

JSO IPS 511 1 is. op.

.PIO 1115 511 9 2 5

AU (SELPA-level) We only BEST COPY AVAILABLE IRS
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COUNOYL_Blue Sky DISIR IC I Delta Unified
ApA:24.10

le Cloud
YIP.

FORM

EDP
NO.

1

1

(oLuMN A : COLUMN 11

J50-IPS

J50-IPS

J50-IPS

J50-IPS

J50-IPs

J50-Ex1

J50-Ex1

J50-Ex1

J50-Ex1

J50-Ex1

J50-Ext

J50-Ex1

J50-Ex1

J50-EX1

J50-Exi

J50-Ex1

J50-Ext

J50-Ext

.150-tx1

572

574

576

578

560

521

529

534

515

551

601

551

555

563

569

584

589

602

588

I

32 75

34 50

..1.0

I,

I
1

egawl

I

30

4,00

14

2 00
1

1

COLUMN C

59,800

<67 600

0

67

24,587

COLUMN 0

30

96

9,00

1.00

...111IM

30

130

18.00

3 00

DO NOT REPORT ZEROS ON A-50 DATA SHEET 11

191

BEST COPY AVAILABLE

Ia./

COLUMN E

9. 00

1 00

32 00

-
COLUMN f

..

3 00 e

49 466

4,834

1. 00

173 552

34 623 :



COUNIY:
Blue_Sky.

M.., AIM 1010

eA. White Cloud
amaaMmi aa. as mm a

-7MMI

FORM

EDP
NO.

650

654

655

664

665

669

670

678

6/9

680

701

703

709

711

716

717

101

10/

:

' COLUMN A

MUMS.

COLUMN 8

MaMaMilliaMaammar

COLUMN C COLUMN 0 COLUMN E COLUMN F

.F

J50-EXI

J50-EXI

J50-EXF

J50-EXI

J50-EXI

J50-EXI

J50-EXI

J50-EXI

J50-EXI

J50-EXT

J50-NPS

J50-NPS

J50-NPS

J50-NPS

J50-NPS

.150-NPS

J50-011

S S S .A0-011

11

JSO utri

. ff,

0040011-
MOMI MaIMMIMMO

04.80 OOOOO 00

OOOOOOO 08000

la0

8

40000000014411

30

3.00 6 7
.6mm IMM AID

22,359

12

2.00

0000 OOOOOO 00

14

1
OOOOOO 004000

1.16.19.68

MMMMMMaai

1.16

345 040 23,200 18,560

6

24,680

220,920

1 200 1,200

15,207 16,570
.MIIIMMIMInam PM

6

.

aaa a...a. ara

e" County Office data only
DO NOf REPORT ZEROS ON TRE J.50 DATA SHEET II

BEST COPY AVAILABLE

192



Cooly: Blue Sky

FON
EDP
NO.

J50-01 065

J50-ENI 067

J50-ENI 0/9

J50-ENI 085

J50-ENT 089

J50-NEI 321

"J50-NEI 317

"J50-NEI 329

"iSO-NEf 333

J50-NEI 315

'".150-NEI 339

J50-NEI 340

"J50-NEI 344

*J50-NEI 3/0

'J50-NEI 311

313

351

*J50-NEI 162

°J50-NEI 159

1o5

'AO NEI lot

151.) NEI iht)

..150 Ntl

Delta Unified IPA; White Cloud

COLuNN A : colluNN 8

18.31.0.,91.4 .178,634

2 00 1.

COLUMN C

30,800

COLUMN D. COLUMN E

1,173,994 91,897 16,062._

1,131,131 201,623 141,359

635,23i 113,263i 79,502
6,357,11fi

350.00.

2750.00

330,454

4,590,68

60,0001

567 302
80'

VI 3

544_, 61_

85

2,000

COLUMN F

:///0/.......

197, 7 1 0

1 00

36 309

DO NOT REPORT ZEROS ON THE J-5 SHEET Il

1111/1

AU ISELPA-level) data wily

District data only

County Office ddtd wily



CAIIPORNIA STATE
DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION

COUNTY: BLUE SKY

LPA: White Cloud

DISTRICT: DELTA UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT

tPA CODE:

J-50-DATA SHEET II

Page 3

FORM

EDP

NO. COLUMN A COLUMN 8 COLUMN C COLUMN 0 COLUMN E COLUMN F

J50.I.PA 982 2.00 34.75 3.45 20.10 16.00

".150.LPA 993

J50-LPA 998 1.30 0.60

INF-LPA 882 1.00 1.20 0.20 0.60

'INF.LPA 893

INF.LPA 898

J50-ALC 596 20.00 4.65

J50 IPS 511 14.50

J50.IPS 513 9.50

Second Principal
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Pap 6

COUNTY: BLUE SKV

top

FORM NO. COLUMN A COLUMN 8

DISTRICT: DELTA UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT SELPA: White Cloud

COLUMN C COLUMN 0 COLUMN E COLUMN F

.150ENT 079 1,192,252 91,898 16,063 eremeimmillimm emommillimesee

J50.ENT 085 1,131,139 201,623 141,359 1111.11411111111111111* 0.11.1111111114111111 1111444411111111.411

J50.ENT 082
111111111111111101111. 1111.111111111101111114 114111111411111111111111/

J50.ENT 089 635,232 113,263 79,502 111141000.010.110 .1111,110111111111100 11111111111111110111111

J50NET 321 6,375,395

.150.NET 327 370.00 00011000111111 011110011011111100 1141111111111011011114

"J50.NET 329 2.750.00 00114011411111011e 111101141111 01111111111011114114 0111111110001111441 00111111111100111111

"*.150.NET 333

.150.NET 335 330,454

6".150.NET 339

.150.NET 340 4,559,743 e eeemememtemil 01100001011MO fitto0011110.11114/11

"J50-NET 344 60,000 ............* ibibibibibi010111011410 tIfilbst1114,1110111011,1 ***** 1111,11Wils 0.00i000.111001111

J50.NEI 357 ***** ........ ............ ............. ............. .........

J50.NET 362 ............ ............ ............ ............. *............

',150.NET 359
ettemileeeeeeee eeetteetteemilett eeeeemoilemtee emilemteembeee eeeeeeeeeesee

'1.60-NET 365 ***** ....... ***** ........ ....e mileetteemee eemeeeeeeer

J50.NET 369 ****** ....... ............. *tellittmtt etteeeeseeesee

1 n



CALIFORNIA STATE

OEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION
DISTRICT/COUNTY OFFICE CERTIFICATION

(Rev. 03/89)

DISTRICT/COUNTY OFFICE
CERTIFICATION FOR SPECIAL EDUCATION

COMM BLUE SKY DISTRICT: DELIA UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT

Failure to complete the following certification will

your apport ionment .

TO THE COUNTY SUPERINTENDENT OF SCHOOLS:

I hereby certify that, to the best of my knowledge
and belief, the figures and information on these
reports reflect the actual operation of Special
Education Programs for the period indicated.

Sivnature:

Name:

Titlei_

District: DELTA UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT

Any inquiries concerning this report should be

directed to: (PLEASE PRINT OR TYPE)

NAME:

Telephone No. I_

resuil

Second Principal

Page 7

SELPA: White Cloud

in the return of these reports and May cause a delay of

TO THE SUPERINTENDENT OF PUBLIC INSTRUCTION:

I hereby certify that, to the best of my knowledge

and belief, the figures and information on these

reports reflect the actual operation of Special
Education Programs for the period indicated.

Signature:

Name:

Title:

County: BLUE SKY

Date:

BEST COPY AVAILABLE

9
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VII. ENSURING RECEIPT OF FUNDS TO WHICH
A ORM OR AN IASA IS =TITLED

The 3-50 serves as the basis for SELPA and LEA entitlements from
the state. The J-50 also delineates the specific administration
of state special education policy to SELPAs and LEAs. It describes
which provams and services will be funded, what quantities of
service will be funded, and the relative proportions of program
operation which are eligible for funding.

This chapter is intended to help LEAs carry out the state policy
priorities embodied in the 3-50, and to help LEAs use the report
as a management tool. The methods described in this chapter are
designed to assist LEAs in ensuring that the 3-50 Report they
complete will ensure that they receive the level of funding for
which they are entitled.

REPORTING ALL OPERATWNS

Regardless of whether an LEA is allocated units, the units will not
be funded unless they are both operated and reported. In LEAs
where the person completing the 3-50 does not communicate
effectively with the special education program offices, a variety
of operations may be overlooked and not reported.

Evan if an operated unit was not allocated and is unfunded, it

should still be reported. If other LEAs within a SELPA do not take
advantage of their full allocation, funding may be available from
within the SELPA for otherwise unfunded units. As well, by
reporting all units operated, the LEA can ensure that the units
which garner the most state aid are the ones which are funded.
This assumes that the 3-50 FRZ was aligned according to the
intentions of the LEA.

This is particularly important when an LEA operates SDC programs
which exceed their allocations. Because the revenue limit income
from the SDC average daily attendance (ADA) is deducted from the
special education entitlement, it is critical that unfunded SDC
units which are operated by an LEA be reported. The revenue limit
income from these SDc units operated in excess of allocatic.ns 011
be deducted if they are not reported. In order to illustrate this
point, the following generally describes the issues. If an LEA
operated 10 SDCs, but was only funded and allocated 9 SDCs,
approximately 10 percent of the LEA's ADA should not be included
with the revenue limit deduction of the special education
entitlement. However, this adjustment would only be made if the
LEA reported its full operations. This phenomenon is discussed
further in the following pages.

2 ( )



01111-ALLALLINATZILAIM

While an LEA should not employ and request funding for aides which
are not needed, there are reasons to carefully consider fully using
resources allocated to an LEA.

One reason to fully use all aides allocated is that, if the LEA is
reducing its number of aides as a cost-cutting measure, the LEA
may lose more state aid than it saves in salary and benefit costs.
By reducing its number of aides, an LEA will forgo not only the
aide unit rate, but the accompanying support services revenue as
well. In any case, however, pupil needs must be the key determinant
of the aides and units operated by an LEA.

LEAs have some influence over instructional settings both as
special education services are provided and as they are reported
for reimbursement. This section discusses the impact of the choice
of instructional settings upon funding eligibility.

Unfunded Units

LEAs and SELPAs which operate IPS units in excess of the number
funded have a choice as to which units can be reported as unfunded
on the J-50 Report. Generally, choosing to report SDC units as
unfunded, rather than RSP or DIS units, can be to the LEA's or
SELPA's financial advantage. The reason for this is that, for
pupils enrolled in SDCs, the special education state aid
entitlement is reduced by the ADA revenue limit amount for that
pupil. This is not true for RSP and DIS pupils. Thus, an LEA or
sELPA can avoid offsetting its state aid entitlements by reporting
SDC units as unfunded, rather than RSP or DIS units. Again, it is
important to note that an LEA must work with the SELPA to ensure
that its units are aligned on the J-50 FRZ. It may be helpful to
discuss one exception to this deduction for SDC ADA revenue limits.
For low-incidence itinerant programs (deaf, blind, deaf-blind, and
orthopedically handicapped programs), which are operated and
allocated/funded as SDCs, the ADA is not deducted from the special
education entitlement. In accordance with Education Code 56364.1,
ADA for pupils served in these programs shall be claimed as raggim
ADA and not as SDC ADA.

Subcap Levels

An overall cap permits state special education funding for no more
than 10 percent of a SELPA's total K-12 pupil enrollment exclusive
of LCI, preschool, and infant pupils. Additionally, state funding
formulas limit SELPAs to no more than 2.8 percent of total pupil
enrollment in SDCs, no more than 4.0 percent receiving RSP
services, and no more than 4.2 percent in DIS programs. Note that
these limits apply to entire SELPAs and need not hold for
individual LEAs within multi-LEA SELPAs.
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The cap and the subcaps implicitly indicate state policy both for
the overall number of students eligible for special education
programs and for their distribution between program types. Waivers
from the California Department of Education have normally been
granted for SELPAs to exceed one or more of the subcaps, given that
the justification provided warrants the exception.

ROMMTS_RODSMA

With the 100 percent reimbursement for LCI nonpublic school
placements, it is important for a SELPA and/or an LEA to implement
an effective system of tracking LCI pupils. Related services'
costs, which may include transportation under certain
circumstarces, as well as assessment costs can also be captured for
LCI nonpublic school placements.

LOX PURIM

In addition to the issues listed above, tracking LCI pupils can
benefit a SELPA and/or an LEA in other ways. /PS units funded and
operated with LCI pupils can be reported as non-deficited units.
This allows a SELPA and/or an LEA to generate the full entitlement,
even if the state experiences a shortfall resulting in a deficit
for special education programs. The CDE's Questions and Answers
document details methods of calculating non-deficited units.

In the past, SELPAs qualifying as LCI-impacted (LCI pupils
exceeding 3 percent of the unduplicated pupil count) have been able
to apply for waivers to retain units subject to recapture and to
request additional growth units. In most years funds have also
been available to SELPAs on an emergency Lid basis for new LCIs
opening after the beginning ni the fiscal year. These LCI
emergency grants are available through an application process.
Each of these issues demonstrates the importance of tracking LCI
pupils and reporting them as appropriate.

EXTANDED YEAR PROGRAMS

The funding for extended year programs varies significantly from
that for the regular school year. First, allocations for extended
year classes are based on the enrollment of pupils, with seven
pupils being the divisor for SH programs and eleven pupils the
divisor for NSH programs. It is also important to note that for
every three SDCs, an LEA generates a DIS unit for the extended year
program. Aide allocations are different also. An LEA may claim
up to two aides per SDC for SH programs. However, funding is based
on the lesser of allocations or operations, consistent with the
regular year J-50 methodology.
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Funding for the SH programs is based on the LEA unit rates and the
NSH support service ratio prorated only by the number of days the
extended year program is operated. Non-SH programs, however,
receive only 60 percent of their unit rates and 50 percent of the
support service ratio funds. This reduction for non-SH programs
makes it critical that an LEA correctly ascertain whether a class
is SH or NSH.

The full funding for SH programs may serve to encourage LEAs to
operate the average of two aides per SDCs in order to more
effectively serve pupils. Operating DIS programs during extended
year can also be advantageous to an LEA within the SH program by
expanding the programmatic resources while generating the
additional revenue. In addition, an LEA should carefully review
allocations and operations to ensure that units are not reported
in excess of allocations for SDCs while DIS units are reported as
not operated.

PROGRAM SPECIALIST/REGIONALIZED SERVICES

Education Code Section 56780 describes the functions to be included
within regionalized services. However, Education Code Section
56781 notes that funds for regionalized services including program
specialist funds may be used for program specialists/regionalized
services as defined in Education Code Section 56220 (c), and/or for
IPS units in excess of allocations. The third item, excess IPS
units, may be particularly helpful to some SELPAs and/or LEAs.

FEDERAL mug LAW 94-142 MAIM

P.L. 94-142 requires the assurance that funding under the federal
act does not supplant state or local funds, but rather is used to
supplement these sources. Enacted in 1975, the federal law
provides additional funds for handicapped children. Under Master
Plan funding and as applied through the J-50 formula, the federal
funds are deducted from the special education entitlement. The
state has effectively argued that this does not supplant state
funds, as funding for special education in California has increased
dramatically since 1975 and certainly by a much greater amount than
the funding provided under P.L. 94-142.

For each LEA, however, the issue of supplanting remains, and it is
important that the use of federal funds be tracked. It is not
necessary to maintain a separate fund or accounting code, just some
methodology for identifying expenditures made from the federal
monies. This is normally a simple task when one considers that any
services and/or programs added after fiscal year 1979-80 can be
included within the defiAition of supplementing. Fiscal year
1979-80 is also important because it served as the base year for
Master Plan and the deduction of P.L. 94-142 funds from the state
special education entitlement began after that year.
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Although tracking federal funds will not generate additional income
for an LEA, it may assist an LEA in retaining tederal funds if an
audit requires justification that the P.L. 94-142 funds were used
to supplement resources rather than supplant them.

COST CONTAINMENT

Each of the prior areas has focused on generating additional income
or retaining funds. This section addresses expenditures and notes
areas for program and business personnel to review for possible
savings.

One of the first areas to review is whether operations exceed
allocations. This is pertinent for IPS units and aide hours.
Program administrators should creatively review all options
available prior to starting new programs which exceed allocations.
LEAs may need to review local procedures in implementing Title 5
eligibility criteria and ensure that IEP Teams are well trained ia
the legal parameters and are equitable in their application of
criteria.

One example of maximizing existing resources is to carefully
consider Education Code Section 56363 which states that designated
instruction and services (DIS) shall be available when those
services are necessary for the pupil to benefit educationally from
his or her instructional program. In addition, the code continues
by stating that the DIS program may be provided by a regular class
teacher, special class teacher, and/or a resource specialist if the
individual is competent to deliver the services and delivery is
feasible. Utilizing existing staff in this manner may be
financially prudent, while also reducing the amount of time pupils
are pulled out of their regular instructional program.
Implementing these provisions may also be consistent with the
regular education initiative and reforuis being considered
currently.

Program administrators should also carefully review their
allocation of aide hours. It may be possible to keep some hours
more flexible by opooling" some time, rather than assigning each
special class and resource specialist individual aide hours. For
example, if an LEA were allocated and operated 20 SDC and 35 RSP
units, with a total of 56 FTE aides (the additional one aide
results from the 1.05 factor for SDC units), the LEA would have 336
hours of aide time available. By assigning five hours of aide time
to each program, 275 hours would be utilized. The remaining 61
hours could be assigned as needed to meet specific pupil needs
and/or program requirements.

LEAs should also periodically compare tLe number of puls
identified as needing special education to "expected" incidence
levels. Though the incidence of handicapping conditions in the LEA
may well exceed expectations, the possibility exists that special
education eligibility criteria are being implemented more broadly



within the LEA than is intended or appropriate. The development
and implementation of student study teams and/or school
consultation teams may also be appropriate to explore regular
education alternatives more thoroughly prior to referral for
special education.

Education Code Section 56303 provides that a pupil shall be
referred for special education only after the resources of regular
education have been considered and appropriately utilized. In
light of this provision, an LEA should consider initiating regular
education alternatives to special education programs where
appropriate. The advantage of this to an LEA is the flexibility
to serve a wider spectrum of student needs in a regular program and
to make the best use of limited education resources.

RECONCILIATION WITH THE_J-3801 3-580, AND 3-780

A comparison between the 3-50 income document and the 3-380 program
cost accounting report can be helpful to program and business
administrators concerned with the excessive cost of special
education to an LEA. (The 3-380 is used for districts, while the
3-580 is used for county offices of education and the 3-780 is used
for Joint Power Authorities (JPAs). The following discussion
refers to the 3-380 but will also apply to the 3-580 and J-780
information.)

By dividing the direct costs reported for SDC, RSP, and DIS
programs on the 3-380 by the number of IPS units operated within
each setting, one can determine the average cost per instructional
setting. This figure is interesting to compare to the IPS unit
rates for each setting because the unit rates constitute the income
derived through the 3-50. The IPS unit rates only included teacher
and aide salary and benefit costs, while the direct costs reported
on the 3-380 also include substitutes, instructional materials and
supplies, conferences, and other direct costs. Even so, the
comparison may be useful in determining why special education costs
exceed income. For example, if the average cost for an RSP unit
is $60,000 and the IPS unit rate for RSPs is only $40,000, then the
LEA has identified a significant area of shortfall between income
and expenditure. This finding assumes that the $20,000 difference
is not solely due to the inclusion of other costs in the direct
cost column.

The Special Education Fiscal Task Force Report indicated that for
the 1985-86 school year, LEAs were experiencing approximately a 25
percent shortfall or encroachment between IPS unit rates and actual
costs. The difference between aide funding and costs was almost
40 percent, as reported in Task Force findings.

A similar calculation can be completed to determine the
relationship between support costs and the funding derived from the
support service ratio through the J-50. By totaling direct support
costs on the J-380, including allocated and documented assessment
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costs and indirect costs, and dividing the total by the sum of
direct costs, one can compare the ratio derived from expenditures
to the support service ratio used on the income side within the
3-50 document. Again, as discussed earlier, the two figures will
not be exactly comparable, because of the inclusion of some costs
in the direct costs column and because indirect costs may exceed
the level allowed when the support service ratio was originally
calculated. However, the comparison may still yield useful
information to program and business administrators trying to
determine why special education costs continue to exceed the income
and whether the excess appears "reasonable.ft Again, the Bpecial
Education Fiscal Task Force Report included average ranges for
support costs to allow an individual LEA to compare its costs to
statewide figures.

Another major advantage of completing the comparisons described
above is to determine if the costs reported appear reasonable,
given the operations reported on the J-50 document. As described
in the introduction to this chapter, LEAs may wish to carry out
state policy by changing their special education funding
priorities. It is therefore critical that accurate information be
reported on the costs and operations of all special education
programs. The cross-check described between the J-50 and 3-380
documents may assist LEAs in reaching this goal of improved
accuracy in reporting.
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APPENDIX A
GLOSSARY

This Appendix contains a glossary of acronyms and abbreviation3 and
a description of J-50 forms.

COMMONLY USED ACRONYMS AND ABBREVIATIONS

AB Assembly Bill
ACSA Association of California School

Administrators
ADA Average Daily Attendance
ALC Allocation of Units
APE Adaptive Physical Education
APH Aphasia
AU Administrative Unit
AUT Autism
CAC Community Advisory Committee
CANHC Ca3ifornia Association of Neurologically

Handicapped Children
CASBO California Association of School

Business Officials
CASE Council of Administrators of Special

Education
CBEDS California Basic Educational Data System
CCS California Children's Services
CDE California Department of Education
CEC Council of Exceptional Children
CH Communicatively Handicapped
COLA Cost of Living Adjustment
DB Deaf/Blind
DCH Developmental Center for Handicapped
DD Developmentally Delayed
DIS Designated Instruction and Services
DYR Longer Day and Year
EC Education Code (California)
EDP Electronic Data Processing
EH Educationally Handicapped
EMR Educational Mentally Retarded
EMR Educable Mentally Retarded
ENT Entitlement
ESL English as a Second Language
EXT Extended Year
FAPE Free Appropriate Public Education
HH Hard of Hearing
IEP Individualized Education Program
IEPT Individualized Education Program Team
INF Infants
IPSU Instructional Personnel Service Unit
ISGI Individual and Small Group Instruction
IWEN Individual With Exceptional Needs
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COMMONLY USED ACRONYMS AND ABBREVIATIONS co CONTINUED

JPA
LCI
LD
LEA
LGFC
LH
LRE
LSS
MH
MIS
MOB
MR
NET/ENT
NOT-RIS
NPS
NSH
OH
OHI
OI
OT
PH
PS
PT
RIS
RLA
RSP
SAT
SB
SCC
SDC
SEA
SED
SELPA
SERN
SGT
SH

SLD
SLD
SMR
SSR
TMR
UR
VH

Joint Powers Authority
Licensed Childrenls Institutions
Learning Disability
Local Education Agency
Local General Fund Contribution
Learning Handicapped
Least Restrictive Environment
Language and Speech Specialist
Multi-Handicapped
Management Information System
Mobility Instruction
Mentally Retarded
Net Entitlement
Not Requiring Intensive Service
Non-Public School
Non-Severely Handicapped
Orthopedically Handicapped
Other Health Impaired
Orthopedically Impaired
Occupational Therapy
Physically Handicapped
Program Specialist
Physical Therapy
Requiring Intensive Service
Responsible Local Agency
Resource Specialist Program
School Appraisal Team
Senate Bill
Special Class Center
Special Day Class
State Education Agency
Severely Emotionally Disturbed
Special Education Local Plan Area
Special Education Resource Network
School Guidance Team
Severely Handicapped
Speech Impaired
Severe Language Disorder
Specific Learning Disability
Severely Mentally Retarded
Support Services Ratio
Trainable Mentally Retarded
Unit Rates
Visually Handicapped

4,
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ALC

DATA SHEET I - P-1

DATA SHERT I - P-2
and Annu

DATA SHEET II

4.40 VOUS

The provider level worksheet that identifies
allocated IPSUs as severe or non-severe and
by number of aides

The provider level data sheet that displays
all relevant data already known by the state

The provider level data sheet that displays
all values from P-1 at P-2 and all values
from P-1 and P-2 at annual which may be
revised. The Data Sheet I at P-2 and at
Annual are used as a means of reporting
corrections to previously reported J-50 data
to the state.

The SELPA and provider level data sheet on
which are recorded all data to be reported
to the state

DATA SHEET III The SELPA level data sheet on which are
(ages 3 - 21 Program) reported IPSUs for children 3-21 years of age

who are transferred to and from the SELPA
(regular program)

1111 DATA SHEET III
(Infant Program)

DYR

ENT

EXT

IPS

LPA/sCHEDULE B

Same as above for IPSUs for children 0-2
years of age (infant program)

The worksheet that computes funding of the
longer day and year incentives for county
offices ONLY

The provider level worksheet that computes
the gross entitlement for special education

The provider level worksheet that computes
funding for extended year programs

The provider level worksheet that identifies
IPSUs eligible for state funding and the
amount of funding for which they are eligible

SELPA Level Worksheet that identifies IPSUs
available for children 3-21 years of age and
allocates them to SELPA's constituent
providers

LPA/INFANT SCHEDULE B Same as above for IPSUs for children 0-2
years of age (Infant Program)



J-50 PORNO - CONTINUED

NET/EFT (Page 1) The provider level worksheet that makes the
required deductions, etc., to compute the net
state entitlement for special education

NET/ENT (Page 2) The SELPA level worksheet that computes
funding for program specialists, regionalized
services and low-incidence funds

NPS The provider level worksheet that computes
funding for nonpublic school placements,
assessment costs and related services

SSR/LGF The provider level worksheet that
identifies/computes severe and non-severe
support service ratios and the local
general fund contribution

UR The provider level worksheet on which an
LEA adjusts its prior year unit rates by
the COLA to compute its current year unit
rates
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J-50 DATA COLLECTION WORKSHEET I
DATA FROM STATE EXHIBITS AND OMER SOURCES

DATA TO COLLECT

3.1. a. Support Services Ratio
b. Non-Severely Handicapped
c. Severely Handicapped
d. Average

NO CHANGE
EDP # P1 /P2/ANNUAL

635
646
647
648

3.2. Local General Fund Contribution 445

3.3. 1979-80 Cost per ADA 449

3.4. Prior Year Unit rates
a. SEX Rate 28 4

b. RSP Rate 285
c. DIS Rate 286
d. Aide Rate 291

3.5. DIS Conversion Factor 51 3

3.6. Aide Full Time Equivalency Factor 267

3.7. DIS Units Operated
a. Total Units Operated, 1980-81 67
b. NonDelicited Units, 198081 67

3.8. STRS Adjustment 338

3.9. Current Year K-12 ADA 451

3.1. Current Year Revenue Limit 329

3.11. LCI Poll Count (Ages 3-21) N/A

3.12. Non- Delicited Units
a. NSH SDC, No Aide 526
b. NSH SOC, One Aide 52 8

c. NSH SDC, Two Aides 530
d. RSP, No Aide 546
e. RSP, One Aide 532
I. DIS 548
9. SH SOC, No Aide 562
Pt SH SDC, One Aide 5 64

i . SH SOO, Two Aides 566

3 13 Aide Hours divide, by 6 hours, or
by FTE Factor from #6 above

a NonSeverely Handicapped 572
b. Severely Handicapped 57 4

3 14 Current Year SDC ADA 327

3 15 Federal Public Law 94.142 Funds
Pupil Count 335
OR Grant Amount 335

0 3 16 Ed Code 56713 funds from County 344

11111111.

P .1 P. 2 ANNUAL

111111=



J-50 DATA COLLECTION WORKSHEET II
PRIOR YEAR (JATA PROM STATE EXHIBITS AND OTHER SOURCES

COE AND/OR SELPA ONLY

DATA TO COLLECT
NO CHANGE

EDP P1 /P21ANNUAL P-1 P - 2 ANNUAL

COE OR SELPA

3.16. Revenue Limit Funds horn Districts 333

3.17, Property Taxes 339

3.18. COE SDC K-8 ADA Tier 1
COE SDC 912 ADA Tier 1
COE SDC K-8 ADA Tier 2
COE SDC 9-12 ADA Tier 2
COE SDC K12 ADA Longer Year

101
107
101
107
116

3.19. a. Ed. Code 56713 Funds to Districts 342
b. Ed. Code 56713 Funds to County 344

SELPA ONLY

3.20. Federal Public WY 94142 Grant 370

3.21. 3-4 Year Old NotRIS Pupil Count 371

3.22. Current Year December Pupil Count
at P-1 and Average December
and April at P-2

a, Total, Ages 0-21 357
b. Ages 3-4, Not-RIS, 362

3.23. CSEDS, Current Year Pupil Count N/A
10 Percent of CSEDS Count 359

3.24. LowIncidence Pupil Count 364
(prior year December)

B - 2
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J-50 DATA COLLECTION WORKSHEET III
EMENDED YEAR DATA COLLECTION

DATA TO COLLECT

4.1. DAYS TAUGHT

J50 EXT
EDP COLUMN P I

a. 3-4 RIS NSH
b. 3-4 RIS SH
c. 6-21 NSH
d. 6-21 SH
e. Infant (0-2) NSH
I. Infant (0-2) SH

4.2. ENROLLMENT'

a. 3-4 RIS NSH

621
655
621
565
650
666

529

A
A
D

D

A
A

A

,....011.011ilm.11.1/1.1.11/a

b. 3-4 RIS SH 663 A

c. 6-21 NSH 529 0
d. 6-21 SH 563 0
e. Infant (0-2) NSH 664 A

f . Infant (0-2) SH 669 A

4.3, UNITS OPERATED

a. SOC 3-4 RIS NSH 534 A

b. SDC Aldes 3-4 RIS NSH 534 8
c. DIS 3-4 RIS NSH 534 C

d. SDC 6-21 NSH 534 D

e. SDC Aides 5-21 NSH 534 E

1. DIS 5-21 NSH 534 F

g. SOO 3-4 RIS SH 569 A
h. SDC Aides 3-4 R1S SH 669 B

11MINNININOINNIIMMENI

1. DIS 3-4 R1S S14 569 C

j . SDC 6-21 SH 569 D

k. SIX Aides 5-21 SH 569 E

I. DIS 5-21 SH 569 F

m. SDC Infant (0-2) 570 A
nmnm

n. SDC Aides Infant (0-2) 570 S

o. DIS Infant (0-2) 670 C

4.4. NON-DEFICITED UNITS OPERATED

a. SDC 3-4 RIS NSH 535 A

b. SDC Aides 3-4 RIS NSH 535 B

C. DIS 3-4 RIS NSH 535 C

d. SDC 5-21 NSH 535 D

e. SDC Aides 5-21 NSH 535 E

f . DIS 5-21 NSH 535 F

g. SIX 3-4 RIS SH 584 A

h. SDC Aides 3-4 RIS SH 584 B

I. DIS 3.4 RIS SH 584 C

j . SDC 5-21 SH 584 0
k. SDC Aides 5-21 SH 584 E

I. DIS 5.21 SH 584 F

4.5. STATE SCHOOL. PUPILS ATTENDING EXTENDED YEAR PROGRAMS

a 3-4 RIS NSH 551 A

b. 3-4 RIS SH 588 A

c. 5-21 NSH 551 0
d. 5.21 SH 588 0
e. Infant (0-2) NSH 551 A

I. Infant (0.2) SH 588 A

B - 3
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CALIFORNIA STATE DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION Bill Honig

721 Capitol Mall: P.O. Box 944272 Superintendent

Sacramento, CA 94244-2720 of Public Instruction

July 17, 1990

TO: Directors of Special Education Local Plan Areas

cc: Business Managers of SELPA Administrative Units

FROM: Michael L. Ricketts, Director
Local Assistance Bureau

Aleesa Kelley, Manager
Special Education Fiscal Services

SUBJECT: Ages 3-21 Reallocation and Growth of Special Education
Instructional Units

Pursuant to Education Code Section (E.C., 56728.6 and the
preliminary language of the 1990-91 budget, we have completed the
initial calculations for reallocation and growth of special
education instructional personnel service units. This letter will
explain the steps involved in these calculations, provide you with
your SELPA's results, and transmit to growth eligible SELPAs the
forms necessary to finalize the reallocation and growth processes.

The enclosed spreadsheet displays the data pertinent to each
SELPA's reallocation and growth calculations. This information
should be reviewed as you read this letter to gain an understanding
of the impact of these calculations upon your SELPA's recapture
status and growth eligibility.

SPARSITY AND LCI IMPACTION STATIJS, LCI COUNT AND 10% OF CBEDS

Columns 1-4

The first four columns of your spreadsheet display your sparsity
and licensed children's institution (LCI) impaction status,
adjusted 10% of CBEDS and adjusted LCI count. Columns 1 and 2 of
the spreadsheet indicate if your SELPA has qualified as sparse
and/or LCI impacted. (If your SELPA is SPARSE, a "1" will be shown
in Column 1. If your SELPA is LCI IMPACTED, a "1" will be shown
in Column 2.) The current criteria for sparsity and CI impaction
are established by the Education Code and were used in our
calculations to determine eligibility. However, it should be
mentioned that the criteria for sparsity will be changed by SB 823,
Senator Bergeson, if this bill is enacted in 1990-91. According
to current Education Code, a SELPA is sparse if pupil density is
1) 25 or fewer units of average daily attendance per square mile
in local plan areas of 30,000 or fewer average daily attendance or
2) 20 or fewer units of average daily attendance per square mile
in local plan areas of more than 30,000 average daily attendance.
Selected categories of ADA from the attendance documents provided
the necessary ADA for the sparsity calculation. The Education Code
defines a SELPA as LCI impacted when 3% or more of the local plan's
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Directors of Special Education Local Plan Areas
July 17, 1990 - Page 2

unduplicated pupil count reside in licensed children's
institutions, foster family homes, residential medical facilities
und other similar facilities. To determine whether a SELPA met the
Z% standard, we divided each SELPA's total adjusted LCI count in
Column 4 by its total adjusted unduplicated pupil count in Column
9. If this computation resulted in a percentage greater than or
equal to 3%, your SELPA is considered LCI impacted.

Per current Education Code Section 56728.6(d), sparse and/or LCI
impacted SELPAs may request waivers of the unit recapture and
growth standards. Ages 3-21 program waiver forms will soon follow
in a separate mailing from the Special Education Division.

The discussion of the ADJUSTED 10% OF CBEDS number (Column 3)
appears under the section "Column 19" in the "Growth Calculations"
portion of this letter. The explanation of the CBEDS figure is
more appropriately placed in that section since it is used
extensively in the growth calculations addressed under "Column 19".

RECAPTURE CALCULATIONS

Columns amll

Column 5 displays your 89-90 P-2 J-50-FRZ allocation of units.
Before reallocation and growth calculations we must adjust the P-
2 J-50-FRZ for CONTRACT WAIVER UNIT DECREASES (Column 6) and LCI
MID-YEAR IMPACTION INCREASES (Column 7). There were no unit
decreases as a result of approvals of 1989-90 sparsity and LCI
waiver requests to exempt the recapture of units scheduled for
release on July 1, 1990. A total of $1.0 million of Federal PL 94-
142 funds were appropriated for the 1989-90 LCI Mid-Year Impaction
Fund, These LCI grants were converted to J-50 instructional units
(Column 7) and added to the 89-90 P-2 J-50-FRZ (Column 5). With
this adjustment made, your ADJUSTED FRZ in Column 8 is the
alignment of units used in the reallocation and growth
calculations.

Before a meaningful comparison of the 1989-90 ADJUSTED FRZ units
and the April 1990 Unduplicated Pupil Count can be made, the pupil
count must first be adjusted for pupils transferred into and out
of the SELPA (pupils transferred in are subtracted from the pupil
count and pupils transferred out are added to the count). This
step is necessary since J-50 units are awarded based upon the
district of residence of the pupils served, while the pupil count
is based upon the provider of the pupil's service. This adjustment
to the pupil count enables us to compare each SELPA's own pupils
to its own units. Column 9 displays your SELPA's 1990 adjusted
April pupil count by instructional setting, which will be used in
calculating your SELPA's unit loading. At this point, it should
be mentioned that the count displayed in Column 9 excludes 3 and
4 year olds not requiring intensive services since these pupils are
funded exclusively with federal funOpot this time.
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To produce the COMPUTED LOADING displayed in Column 10, your
SELPA's Adjusted Unduplicated Pupil Count (A117 UDPC/DUP DIS) in
Column 9 was divided by its ADJUSTED FEZ units in Column 8 for each
instructional setting. Duplicated D/S loading is the result of
dividing the duplicated DIS count by DIS units. The unit loading
data provides each SELPA's average number of pupils per unit by
instructional setting which, by law, must be compared to the
minimum loading standards for the retention of units--9 for SDC,
21 for RSP, and for DIS, 20 unduplicated or 39 duplicated. Units
will be subject to loss in any instructional setting which fails
to meet the minimum loading standard for the retention of units.
If loss is indicated in the D1S setting, for which there are two
standards, a comparison is made between DIS loss computed on both
the uniuplicated and duplicated standard. Actual DIS loss will be
based upon the criterion which produces the lesser amount of loss.

The preliminary language of the 1990-91 Budget Bill again
prescribes that units may only be shifted from settings below the
minimum standards into settings above the growth loading standards
of 10 for SDC, 24 for RSP and 24 for DIS (10/24/24). Stated
another way, unit losses may be offset only to the extent that
growth is occurring in other setting(s).

If your SELPA fell below the minimum loading standards in any
setting and your uni%.s could be realigned according to the criteria
outlined above, Column 11 will display the results of the unit
realignment process--your REALIGNED J50 FRZ. For all other SELPAs,
it was not possible to realign units and therefore, Column 11
REALIGNED J50 FRZ, and Column 8 ADJUSTED FRZ will display the same
data.

You may gauge your SELPA's standing with regard to recapture and
growth by the data displayed in Column 12 (RECOMPUTED LOADING)--
the loading which has been computed on the realigned FRZ. SELPAs
with recomputed loadings greater than 9/21/20 or 39 but less than
10/24/24 will maintain their existing units but are ineligible for
calculated growth. If in Column 12, your SELPA's RECOMPUTED
LOADINGS exceed the growth standards of 10/24/24 in any
instructional setting, your SELPA will participate in the growth
calculations. SELPAs below the standards of 9/21/20 or 39 in
Column 12 should reference column 13, IPSUs TO BE RELEASED, for the
number of units the SELPA must ralease to brir.g its loadings up to
the minimum standards.

As in the past, the recovery of units scheduled for release will
be automatically waived for one year, until July 1, 1991, to allow
for timely notification to ,Nffected instructional staff. On July
1, 1991, these units will be removed from your SELPA's J-50-FRZ and
awarded to growth eligible SELPAs for fiscal year 1991-92
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regardless of changes in your pupil count during fiscal year 1991-
92. If you are able to voluntarily release any of these units for
FY 1990-91, please notify the Local Assistance Bureau in writing
as soon as possible. At this writing, exemption from the release
of units may be requested only by sparse and/or LCI impacted SELPAs
through the waiver process. As mentioned earlier, if SB 823 is
enacted, the process addressing the exemption of units scheduled
for release by sparse SELPAs will be redefined.

GROWTH CALCULATIONS

The preliminary language of the 1990-91 budget contained
$78,353,000 for ages 3-21 growth in instructional personnel service
units. At this writing, the 1990-91 budget is yet to be enacted
and the exact 1990-91 appropriation is unknown at this time.
However, we have performed the growth calculations in accordance
with the preliminary 1990-91 budget language so not to delay the
final growth calculations once the budget is known.

Columns 14-15

As the preschool population is exempt from the 10% cap on special
education funding, their counts and units must be set aside to
allow for the calculation of maximum allowable growth for the ages
5 not-preschool and ages 6-22 counts. However, this preschool
population is eligible for consideration for growth units. To
accomplish both the exemption from the cap and the calculation of
growth units for this population, the preschool units are set aside
at the SELPA average loading by instructional setting if it is less
than the growth standards of 10-24-24, and at the growth standards
if the average SELPA loading by instructional setting is greater
than 10-24-24. This practice in itself provides growth to 3-4 RIS
plus 5 preschool pupils for growth eligible SELPAs, and it also
provides a means of excluding this population and their associated
units from the 10% cap on maximum allowable growth. Column 14
displays your adjusted 3-4 RIS plus 5? unduplicated pupil count,
and Column 15 displays your preschool allocation of units.

Since we do expect a growth deficiency, and the preschool and the
5 not-preschool and 6-22 programs should share equally in this
deficiency, we are planning to recalculate the 3-4 RIS plus 5?
alignment of units for growing SELPAs based upon the post-growth
average loading by instructional setting once these loadings can
be determined. For all SELPAs, these approximate preschool units
allocations are necessary to provide approximate entitlement
information for accountability between state and federal preschool
funding.

Columns 16-18

Columns 16 and 17 display your ADJUSTED 5 not-preschool + 6-22 UDPC
and the remaining J-50 units, REGULAR PROGRAM ALLOCATION OF UNITS,
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after preschool units have been set aside. These are the pupils
and units which will be used to compute your SELPA's growth. For
each instructional setting in which the RECOMPUTED LOADING in
Column 12 exceeds the growth loading standards of 10/24/24, Column
18, GROWTH BASED UPON ADJ UOPC, displays growth units computed
strictly on the basis of unduplicated pupil count. To determine
the growth units displayed in Column 18, we utilized the following
process. We divided the number of pupils in each setting in Column
16 by the growth loading standard (10/24/24) for that setting.
This calculation establishes the units by setting to which a SELPA
is entitled based upon its pupil count and the growth standards.
If your SELPA's current unit allocation in a setting (Column 17)
exceeds the amount computed in this step, then you are already
receiving the appropriate number of units based upon your pupil
count, and you are not eligible for growth in that setting. For
settings in which the current unit allocation (Column 17) is less,
the difference between the unit entitlement (based upon your pupil
count and the growth standard) and your current unit allocation in
Column 17 is the number of growth units to which you are entitled
by virtue of your pupil count. These growth units are the
additional units which your SELPA would need to lower class loading
to the growth standards. At this point, we_must emphasize that
your SELPA may or may not be eligible to receive the growth units

C um 1 e o t .1-a

Column 19

Column 19 displays your SELPA's MAXIMUM ALLOWABLE GROWTH. Maximum
allowable growth is based upon the ADJUSTED 10% OF CBEDS funding
cap as measured against your current unit allocation (Column 17)
and your GROWTH BASED UPON ADJ UDPC (Column 18). For many SELPAs
Columns 18 and 19 will display the same data. These SELPAs are
eligible for all of their growth units based upon unduplicated
pupil count since they are under the 10% funding cap. When units
in Column 19 are less than those in Column 18, the SELPA's growth
units have been reduced to bring its unit allocation within the
confines of maximum funding, that is, the 10% cap.

Since the ADJUSTED 10% OF CBEDS (Column 3) is central to the
calculation of a SELPA's maximum allowable growth, it would be
beneficial at this point to discuss the CBEDS figure and its
application to the grawth process in some depth. The law
establishes a funding cap for special education programs based upon
10% of a SELPA's K-12 enrollment, CBEDS being the source of this
enrollment data. However, before the CBEDS figure is suitable for
use in growth calculations, adjustments must be made both to the
total CBEDS and to the 10% of CBEDS figures. To the total CBEDS
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amount we apply three adjustments: one for transfers of special
education pupils, one for LCI pupils and another for non-LCI
special education pupils p3aced in nonpublic schools. The
adjustment to CREDS for special education pupil transfers operates
along the same principle as transfer adjustments to the
unduplicated pupil count--CBEDS is a provider count and must be
converted to a district of residence count for use in growth
calculations. By adding pupil transfers-out to your CBEDS and
deducting pupil transfers-in, we have adjusted your CBEDS count to
a district of residence count.

Since LCI pupils are specifically exempted by the Education Code
from the 10% funding cap, we deduct from your CBEDS enrollment LCI
pupils in the 5 not-preschool and 6-22 age categories for the SDC,
RSP and DIS settings. Because CBEDS does not include enrollment
data for special education pupils placed in nonpublic schools
through an IEP, we must add these pupils into your SELPA's total
CBEDS. These pupils are a legitimate part of your enrollment since
for all intent and purpose they dre public school pupils; they
continue to be the educational responsibility of their district
while attending nonpublic school and they generate ADA and revenue
limit as well as funding through the J-50 process.

With these adjustments made, the 10% was applied to your adjusted
CBEDS total. This 10% OF ADJUSTED CBEDS represents the maximum
number of pupils in special education programs, exclusive of LC1
pupils, for which your SELPA may receive state funding. Since your
non-LCI nonpublic school pupils count towards this 10%, one last
adjustment must be made. Your non-LCI NPS pupils (5 not-preschool
and 6-22) must be deducted from your 10% of CBEDS to establish the
number on which your CBEDS unit entitlement will be based. You
will find your SELPA's ADJUSTED 10% OF CBEDS displayed in Column
3.

With the adjustment process to CBEDS completed and the 10% value
established, we can now compute each SELPA's maximum unit
entitlement, an essential step in establishing maximum allowable
growth. Maximum unit entitlement is comprised of two components;
unit entitlement based upon adjusted 10% of CBEDS plus unit
entitlement for LCI pupils. To compute unit entitlement based upon
CBEDS, the adjusted 10% of CBED: was first multiplied by .28 and
.72 to establish the maximum number of pupils to be funded in the
SDC and RSP/DIS settings, respectively. These percentage breakouts
honor the proportions established by the subcaps. The maximum
pupils for SDC was then divided by 10, and RSP/DIS by 24, to
produce unit entitlement based solely upon CBEDS and the growth
standards. For LCI pupils, which are outside of both the 10% cap
and subcaps, we calculated unit entitlement by dividing your LCI
count (5 not preschool plus 6-22) in each setting by the growth
loading standards of 10/24/24. Your unit entitlement for LCI
pupils was then combined with your unit entitlement for Adjusted
10% of CBEDS to create your SELPA's maximum unit entitlement.
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To determine the ceiling on growth units for your SELPA, we
subtracted your SELPA's 5 not-preschool and 6-22 units (Column 17)
from its maximum unit entitlement. If your SEL?A's calculated
growth units in Column 18 were under this ceiling, you will receive
all of the units for which you have calculated, and Column 19,
MAXIMUM ALLOWABLE GROWTH, will equal Column 18, GROWTH BASED UPON
ADJ UDPC. If your SELPA's growth units in Column 18 exceeded this
ceiling, we then reduced your growth units to the amount displayed
in Column 19, MAXIMUM ALLOWABLE GROWTH.

Column 20

Per the dictates of Education Code Section 56728.6, the state may
not authorize growth units for a SELPA if the percentage of pupils
receiving a specific instructional service to the enrollment in K-
12 exceeds .028 for SDC, .040 for RSP and .042 for DIS. These
subcaps are imposed only upon your non-LCI 5 not-preschool and 6-
22 population and are not applicable to either your preschool or
LCI pupils. We have measured your SELPA's standing in relation to
these subcaps, and have displayed in Column 20, UNITS OVER SUBCAP,
the number of units by setting which are in excess of the mandated
percentages,

To determine the units displayed in Column 20, we employed a multi-
step process which considered the adjusted 10% of CBEDS, adjusted
unduplicated pupil count, LCI count, and loading. Our first step
established the maximum number of pupils to be funded in an
instructional setting by multiplying the ADJUSTED 10% OF CBEDS
(Column 3) by the subcap percentages of .28 for SDC, .40 for RSP
and .42 for DIS. The number of pupils actually receiving a
specific instructional service is simply your adjusted pupil count
for 5 not-preschool and 6-22 by setting (Column 16) less your
adjusted 5 not preschool and 6-22 LCI count.,-, NOTE: DO NOT DEDUCT
THE LCI COUNT SHOWN IN COLUMN 4 AS THE DATA IN THAT COLUMN INCLUDES
PRESCHOOLERS. A positive difference between your SELPA's actual
count in a setting and your SELPA's computed maximum reflects the
number of pupils by which you have exceeded the subcaps for an
instructional setting. To determine the associated amount of
excess funding, namely units, this difference between your actual
pupil count and your computed maximum was divided by the loading
standard which would result if all of your MAXIMUM ALLOWABLE GROWTH
could be awarded to your SELPA. The results of this process are
displayed in Column 20 of the spreadsheet and also in Column 4 of
the Special Education Response/Subcap Waiver form.

SPECIAL EDUCATION RESPOnAgiSUBCAP WAIVER FORM

ALL SELPAS REQUESTING CALCULATED GROWTH UNITS MUST COMPLETE AND
RETURN THE ATTACHED SPECIAL EDUCATION RESPONSE/SUBCAP WAIVER FORM.
To complete the top portion of this form, indicate in Column 3 the
number of maximum allowable calculated growth units in Column 2
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which your SELPA will be able to operate during the 1990-91 fiscal
year. The final column on the Response/Subcap Waiver form reflects
the number of units by which the subcaps in each setting would be
exceeded if you apply for the maximum number of growth units shown,
or in some cases, the number of units by which a subcap is already
exceeded even if growth is not occurring in that setting. You must
complete and return the subcap waiver section if the amount of
growth applied for in a setting (Column 3) is greater than the
difference between the growth units in a setting and the units over
the subcap (Column 2 less Column 4). If the amount of growth
applied for is less than that difference and if the subcaps are not
exceeded in any other setting, you do not need to fill out the
subcap waiver section of this form. However, if any subcap is
exceeded, whether growth is occurring in that setting or not, you
need to apply for the subcap waiver in order to receive any growth
units in any setting. SPARSE AND LCl/IMPACTED SELPAS MUST ALSO
JUSTIFY UNITS OVER THE SUBCAPS--THEY ARE NOT AUTOMATICALLY
EXEMPTED.

ALL SELPAS REQUESTING CALCULATED GROWTH UNITS MUST COMPLETE AND
RETURN THE ATTACHED ESTIMATED ALLOCATION OF GROWTH FORM (J-50-
EAG/REG).

This year all names and codes of the member districts of your SELPA
will display on your Estimated Allocation of Growth form. This is
done to expedite our processes wh:kch establish the cost of growth
units. To complete the Estimatee erolocation of Growth Form, enter
the number of calculated growth unIts, the instructional settings
of those units, and for special day classes whether the units will
be severe or nonsevere beside each district that you estimate will
receive a portion of your SELPA's 1990-91 crowth. The total units
on your Estimated Allocation of Growth Form should agree with the
total units in Column 3 of your Response/Subcap Waiver Form. DO
NOT INCLUDE REQUESTED SPARSITY WAIVER GROWTH OR EXISTING J-50-FRZ
UNITS ON THE ATTACHED J-50-EAG. With regard to the distribution
of units among instructional settings, you are not confined on the
J-50-EAG to the alignment shown in Column 2 of the Response/Subcap
Waiver Form. In fact, we encourage you to report these units on
the J-50-EAG in the instructional settings in which you intend to
allocate them at P-1, 1990-91. The more accurate the information
provided on the J-50-EAG, the better we will be able to establish
the cost of growth and hence the number of units which may be
distributed within the growth appropriation.

Based upon the information reported on the J-50-EAG, we will use
the appropriate unit rates and support services ratios to calculate
the estimated cost of your SELPA's calculated growth units. The
cost of special day classes will be determined by adding the
teacher rate and 1.05 times the appropriate aide rate. This
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costing method is consistent with Education Code Section 56760(e)
which limits funding for aides in special day classes to a SELPA
average of 1.05 aides per special day class teacher.

When the calculated growth exceeds the growth appropriation, we
evenly prorate the units listed on your J-50-EAG/REG. This will
allow the final calculation of growth to be performed by computer,
which will expedite the announcement of growth units statewide.

TIME LINE

It is essential that we receive your Response/Subcap Waiver Form
and Estimated Allocation of Growth Form as soon as possible. To
expedite the process, you may FAX copies of your fiscal forms back
to us. Our FAX number is (916) 327-4873. The original documents
MUST be completed and received by LAB by July 311 1990. We cannot
proceed with the final growth calculations until the last SELPA's
forms have been received, hence timeliness and accuracy are of the
utmost importance. Again, all forms must be RECEIVED in LAB by
Tuesday, July 31, 1990. Every error and late submission impacts
our process and will delay the announcement of calculated growth
beyond our projected date of August 17.

Please call your assigned analyst if you have questions concerning
the data provided, the processes described, or the information
required:

Counties Analyst/
Phone:

Alameda - Fresno & Los Angeles Katherine Riddle
(916) 322-3280

Glenn - Orange Deborah Freitag
(916) 324-4555

Placer - San Joaquin Ophelia De La Paz
(916) 323-3282

San Luis Obispo - Yuba Nancy Cook
(916) 327-2111

Enclosure to all SELPA Directors:
1990-,1 Ages 3-21 J-50 Reallocation and Growth Spreadsheet

Enclosure to all Growth Eligible SELPA Directors:
Response/Subcap Wai/er Form
Estimated Allocation of Growth Form

Enclosure to SELPA Business Managers:
1990-91 Ages 3-21 J-50 Reallocation and Growth Spreadsheet

(growth.ltr)
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CALIFORNIA STATE DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION Bill Honig

721 Capitol Mall; P.O. Box 944272 Superintendent

Sacramento, CA 94244-2720 of Public

July 18, 1990

TO: Directors of Special Education Local Plan Areas

cc: Business Managers of SELPA Administrative Units

FROM: Michael L. Ricketts, Director, Local Assistance Bureau

Aleesa Kelley, Manager,
Special Education Fiscal Services

SUBJECT: Infant Ages 0-2 Reallocation and Growth of Special
Education Instructional Units

Pursuant to Education Code Section (E.C.) 56728.8 and the
preliminary language of the 1990-91 budget, we have completed the
initial calculations for infant program reallocation and growth of
special education instructional personnel service units. This
letter will explain the steps involved in these calculations,
provide you with your SELPA's results, and transmit to growth
eligible SELPAs the forms necessary to finalize the state infant
calculated reallocation and growth process, the infant sparsity and
LCI impaction waiver process, and the Infant Discretionary Fund
grants.

The enclosed spreadsheet displays the data pertinent to each
SELPA's infant program reallocation and growth calculations. This
infotmation should be reviewed as you read this letter to gain an
understanding of the impact of these calculations upon your SELPA's
recapture status and growth eligibility.

SPARSITY AND LCI IMPACTION STATUS

Columns 1-2

The first two columns of your infant program spreadsheet indicate
whether your SELPA has qualified as sparse and/or licensed
children's institution (LCI) impacted. If your SELPA is SPARSE,
a "1" will be shown in Column 1. If your SELPA is LCI IMPACTED,
a "1" will be shown in Column 2. The current criteria for sparsity
and LCI impaction are established by the Education Code and were
used in our calculations to determine eligibility. However, it
should be mentioned that the criteria for sparsity will be changed
by SB 823, Senator Bergeson, if this bill is enacted in 1990-91.
According to current Education Code, a SELPA is sparse if pupil
density is 1) 25 or fewer units of average daily attendance per
square mile in local plan areas of 30,000 or fewer average daily
attendance or 2) 20 or fewer units of average daily attendance per
square mile in local plan areas of more than 30,000 average daily
attendance. Selected categories of ADA from the attendance
documents provided the necessary ADA for the sparsity calculation.
The Education Code defines a SELPA as LCI impacted when 3% or more
of the local plan's unduplicated pupil count reside in licensed
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children's institutions, foster family homes, residential medical
facilities and other similar facilities. To determine whether a
SELPA met the 3% standard, we divided each SELPA's total adjusted
LCI count by its total adjUsted unduplicated pupil count. If this
computation resulted in a percentage greater than or equal to 3%,
your SELPA is considered LCI impacted.

Per current Education Code Section 56728.8(h), sparse and/or LCI
impacted infant program SELPAs may request waivers of the unit
recapture and growth standards. The "Infant Program Special
Education Sparsity/LCI Impaction Waiver/Growth Request Form" and
the corresponding "Sparsity and LCI Impaction Waiver Estimated
Allocation of Growth Form" are enclosed with this letter. An
explanation of the use of these forms follows the description of
the recapture and growth calculations contained in this letter.

RECAPTURE CALCULATIONS

Columns 3-10

Column 3 displays your April 1990 infant unduplicated pupil count.
Infant programs are allocated J-50 units for the number of pupils
a SELPA is serving (provider based) as opposed to the ages 3-21
program which assigns units to the SELPA of residence of the pupils
served. Therefore, there is no need to adjust infant pupil counts
for transfers in or out. The April pupil count is a "provider
based" count.

Column 4 displays your 1989-90 P-2 Infant J-50-FRZ allocation of
units. Normally, before infant reallocation and growth
calculations can proceed, we must adjust the P-2 J-50-FRZ for
CONTRACT WAIVER UNIT DECREASES (Column 5). However, this year
there were no unit decreases as a result of approvals of 1989-90
sparsity and LCI waiver requests to exempt the recapture of infant
units scheduled for release on July 1, 1990. Consequently, the
units displayed in Column 4, and Column 6, ADJUSTED INFANT P-2 J-
50-FRZ are equal. The units displayed in these columns are the
total number ar .:. alignment of units used to begin the recapture
and growth calculations.

To produce the k-APUTED LOADING displayed in Column 7, your SELPA's
INFANT PUPIL LDI"T in Column 3 was divided by its ADJUSTED INFANT
P-2 J-50-FRZ 11. in column 6 for each instructional setting.
Duplicated DIS loading is the result of dividing the dLolicated DIS
count by DIS units. The unit loading data provides each SELPA's
average number of pupils per unit by instructional setting which,
by law, must be compared to the minimum loading standards for the
retention of units--12 for SDC, 24 for RSP, and for DIS, 12

unduplicated or 39 duplicated. Units will be subject to loss in
any instructional setting which fails to meet the minimum loading
standard for the retention of units. If loss is indicated in the
DIS setting, for which there are two standards, a comparison is



Directors of Special Education Local Plan Areas
July 18, 1990 Page 3

made between DIS loss computed on both the unduplicated and
duplicated standard. Actual DIS loss will be based upon the
criterion which produces the lesser amount of loss.

If your SELPA fell below the minimum loading standards in an
instructional setting and above the minimum loading standard in
another setting, your units were realigned with your unduplicated
pupil count to allow your SELPA to retain its maximum allocation
of infant instructional units. Column 8 displays the rezults of
the unit realignment process--your REALIGNED INFANT 3-50 FRZ. For
some SELPAs, it was not necessary to realign units and therefore,
Column 8, REALIGNED INFANT J-50 FRZ, and Column 6, ADJUSTED INFANT
P-2 J-50-FRZ, will display the same data.

You may gauge your SELPA's standing with regard to recapture and
growth by the data displayed in Column 9 (RECOMPUTED LOADING)--
the loading which has been computed on the realigned FRZ. SELPAs
with recomputed loadings greater than 12/24/12 or 39 but less than
16/24/16 will maintain their existing units but are ineligible for
calculated growth. If in Column 9, your SELPA's RECOMPUTED
LOADINGS exceed the growth standards of 16/24/16 in any
instructional setting, your SELPA will participate in the growth
calculations. SELPAs below the standards of 12/24/12 or 39 in
Column 9 should reference Column 10, IPSUs TO BE RELEASED, for the
number of units the SELPA musl- release to bring its loadings up to
the minimum standards.

As in the past, the recovery of units scheduled for release will
be automatically waived for one year, until July 1, 1991, to allow
for timely notification to affected instructional staff. If you
are able to voluntarily release any of these units for FY 1990-
91, please notify the Local Assistance Bureau in writing as soon
as possible. At this writing, exemption from the release of units
may be requested only by qualifying sparse and/or LCI impacted
SELPAs thraugh the waiver process. As mentioned earlier, if SB 823
is enactcd, the process addressing the exemption of units scheduled
for release by sparse SELPAs will be redefined.

GROWTH CALCULATIONS

The preliminary language of the 1990-91 budget contained $1,150,000
in state funding for ages 0-2 and $2,324,000 in federal infant
discretionary funds for growth in instructional personnel service
units. At this writing, the 1990-91 budget is yet to be enacted
and the exact 1990-91 infant growth appropriation is unknown at
this time. However, we have performed the growth calculations in
accordance with the preliminary 1990-91 budget language so not to
delay the final growth calculations once the budget is known.

rt)
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Once the exact growth appropriations are known, we will fund as
much calculated, and sparsity and LCI impaction waiver growth as
permitted from the 1990-91 state appropriation. Any growth
balances which can not be funded from the state appropriation will
become first priority for funding from the 1990-91 federal infant
dis=etionary fund.

Column 11, INFANT GROWTH BASED UPON UDPC, displays growth units
computed on the basis of unduplicated pupil count. To determine
the growth units displayed in Column 11, for each instructional
setting in which the RECOMPUTED LOADING in Column 9 exceeds the
growth loading standards of 16/24/16, we divided the number of
pupils displayed in Column 3 for each instructional setting by the
appropriate growth loading standard (16/24/16) for each
instructional setting. Remember, Duplicated DIS counts may not be
used to obtain growth units. This calculation established the
units by setting to which a SELPA is entitled based upon its pupil
count and the growth standards. The difference between the unit
entitlement (based upon your pupil count and the growth standard)
and your current unit allocation in Column 8 is the number of
growth units to which you are entitled by virtue of your pupil
count. These growth units are the additional units which your
SELPA would need to lower class loading to the growth loading
standards.

INFANT PROGRAM SPARSITY/LCI IMPACTION WAIVER/GROWTH REQUEST FORM
AND THE SpARS/TY AND LCI IMPACTION WAIVER ESTIMATED ALLOCATION OF
GROWTH FORM

If your SELPA qualifies as sparse or LCI impacted under current
law, an "Infant Program Sparsity/LCI Impaction Waiver/Growth
Request Form" is enclosed. This waiver may be used to 1) request
an exemption from recapture for units displayed in Column 10 of
your 1990/91 Infant J-50 Reallocation and Growth spreadsheet, or
2) request growth units based upon conditions resulting from
sparsity or LCI impaction. If requesting growth units, the
conditions described must represent conditions which existed at the
time of your April, 1990 pupil count.

If you are using your infant program waiver to request growth units
you must also complete the enclosed 1990-91 Infant Program Sparsity
and LCI Impaction Waiver Estimated Allocation of Growth Form. This
form displays all of the names and codes of the member districts
of your SELPA. The district names and codes are displayed to
expedite our processes which establish the cost of calculated
growth units. To complete this form, enter the number of infant
sparsity or LCI impaction waiver growth units, the instructional
settings of those units, and for special day classes whether the
units will be severe or nonsevere beside each district that you
have requested infant sparsity or LCI impaction waiver growth units
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in the narrative of your waiver. The total units reported on this
form must agree with the total units requested in your Infant
Program Sparsity/LCI Impaction Waiver/Growth Request. When
proration of these waiver growth is necessary, units Will be evenly
prorated among the districts and units reported on your 3-50-WAV
EAG/INF. This will allow the final calculation of growth to be
performed by computer, which will expedite the announcement of all
growth units statewide.

INFANT PROGRAM RESPONSE/ESTIMATED ALLOCATION OF GROWTH FORM

ALL SELPAS THAT ARE ELIGIBLE FOR CALCULATED GROWTH UNITS MUST
COMPLETE AND RETURN THE ENCLOSED INFANT PROGRAM RESPONSE/ESTIMATED
ALLOCATION OF GROWTH FORM.

To complete section A. of this form, simply enter in Column 3 the
number of infant growth units which are displayed in Column 2 that
your SELPA will be able to operate during the 1990-91 fiscal year.
Please do not realign the distribution of units among instructional
settings in section A.

In section B. of this form, all of the names and codes of the
member districts of your SELPA are displayed. This is done to
expedite our processes which establish the cost of calculated
growth units. To complete section B., enter the number of
calculated infant growth units, the instructional settings of those
units, and for special day classes whether the units will be severe
or nonsevere beside each district that you estimate will receive
a portion of your SELPA's 1990-91 calculated infant growth. The
total units in section B. must agree with the total units in Column
3 of section A. of the Infant Program Response/Estimated Allocation
of Growth Form. DO NOT ENTER REQUESTED SPARSITY OR LCI WAIVER
GROWTH UNITS OR EXISTING INFANT J-50-FRZ UNITS ON THIS FORM.

With regard to the distribution of units among instructional
settings in section B., you are not confined to the alignment shown
in Column 2 of section A. In fact, we encourage you to report your
growth units in section B. in the instructional settings in which
you intend to allocate them at P-1, 1990-91. The more accurate the
information provided in section B., the better we will be able to
establish the cost of growth and hence the number of units which
may be distributed within the growth appropriation.

Based upon the information reported in section B. of the Infant
Program Response/Estimated Allocation of Growth form, we will use
the appropriate unit rates and support services ratios to calculate
the estimated cost of your SELPA's calculated infant program growth
units. When proration is necessary, growth units will be evenly
prorated among the districts and units reported on your J-50-RES
EAG/INF. This will allow the final calculation of growth to be
performed by computer, which will expedite the announcement of
growth units statewide.
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Directors of Special Education Local Plan Areas
July 18, 1990 - Page 6

TIME LINE

It is essential that we receive your infant program calculated
reallocation and growth forms and your sparsity and LCI impaction
wai/er forms as soon as possible. To expedite the process, you
may FAX copies of your rompleted forms back to us. Our FAX number
is (916) 327-4873. If FAXing forms to us, please be certain that
they are your final responses, and that they will be in agreement
with your mailed returns. The original documents MUST be completed
and received by LAB by August 7, 1990. We cannot proceed with the
final growth calculations until the last SELPA's forms have been
received, hence timeliness and accuracy are of the utmost
importance. Again, all infant program forms must be RECEIVED in
LAB by Tuesday, August 7, 1990. If all state and IDF funded
calculated and waiver growth are to be announced by October 1,
1990, this due date must be met.

Please call your assigned analyst if you have questions concerning
the data provided, the processes described, or the information
required:

Countiez Analyst/
Phone:

Alameda - Fresno & Los Angeles Katherine Riddle
(916) 322-3280

Glenn - Orange Deborah Freitag
(916) 324-4555

Placer - San Joaquin Ophelia De La Paz
(916) 323-3282

San Luis Obispo - Yuba Nancy Cook
(916) 327-2111

Enclosure to all SELPA Directors operating Infant Programs:
1990-91 Infant J-50 Reallocation and Growth Spreadsheet

Enclosures to all Infant Program Growth Eligible SELPA Directors:
Infant Program Response/Estimated Allocation of Growth Form for

Calculated Growth Units
Enclosures to all Directors of Sparse or LCI Impacted SELPAs who

operate Infant Programs:
Infant Program Sparsity/LCI Impaction Waiver/Growth Request Form
Infant Program Sparsity and LCI Impaction Waiver Estimated
Allocation of Growth Form

Enclosure to 3ELPA Business Managers of Infant Program SELPAs:
1990-91 Infant J-50 Reallocation and Growth Spreadsheet

(infgrowth.ltr)
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SPECIAL EDUCATION
FEDERAL PRESCHOOL GRANT PROGRAM

OVERVIEW OF 1990-91 FUNDING

The 1990-91 funding will be based on the following:

ENTITLEMENT

TWO GRANTS WILL BE ISSUED FOR THE PRESCHOOL PROGRAM:

1. UNIT FUNDING: (PREVIOUSLY CONTINUATION FUNDING)

SELPAs which had an April 1990 pupil count of three and four year
old children who do not require intensive service (NOT-RIS) are
eligible for funding under the Federal Preschool Grant Program.

The formula for determining each SELPA's UNIT FUNDING amount is
the same as the one used in 1989-90.

Units are calculated on the April count of 3-4 NOT-RIS
divided by 24.

The designated implementing local educational agency's
(LEA's) rate for RSP (including the support ratio and
the aide) at 40% and DIS (including the support services
ratio) at 60% are combined to make the Preschool
instructional personnel service unit (IPSU) rate.

UNIT FUNDING for 1990-91 will not generate the additional $5,000
per unit for supplementary services.

The UNIT FUNDING will flat he affected by the December 1, 1991 Pupil
Count.

*********

THERE WILL BE N2 EXPANSION FUNDING IN 1990-91.

*********

2. REGIONAL SERVICES/PROGRAM SPECIALIST FUNDS

An adjustment will be made to 1989-90 REGIONALIZED SERVICES/PROGRAM
SPECIALISTS FUNDS (RS/PS) calculated on the 3-4 NOT-RIS population.
The amount will be equal to the average of December and April NOT-
RIS counts (3 and 4 year NOT-RIS December 1, 1989 and 3 and 4 NOT-
RIS April 1, 1990 divided by 2) multiplied times $99 minus the
amount for RS/PS calculated for NOT-RIS in 1989-90. This
adjustment would typically occur after the April 1 count. Time did
not permit this adjustment to occur in 1989-90 so it will be
included for 1990-91.

D-1
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Overview of 1990-91 Funding
Page 2

For example:

SELPA A
December 1989 3-4 NOT-RIS 30

x 99

Dollars received in 1989-90
for RS/PS via the Federal

$2,970

Preschool Grant Program

December 1989 3-4 NOT-RIS 30

April 1990 3-4 NOT-RIS
70

1989-90 Average 3-4 NOT-RIS 35
--X_12
$3,465

Less amount already received -2.970
Additional to be paid in

1990-91 $ 495
Reduction to be taken in

1990-91

SELPA
30

.x.22

$2,970

30

_16
46

_=a
23

--K-11
$2,277
=laza

$ <693>

The calculation for RS/PS for 1990-91 FUNDS will be the same as in
1989-90. It will be equal to the RS/PS dollar amount used on the
1990-91 First principal Apportionment (J-50 Forms) multiplied times
the average of the December 1, 1990, and April 1, 1991, counts of
3 and 4 year old NOT-RIS. Your SELPA will receive an increase to
your funding after December 1, 1990 for RS/PS FUNDS with a second
adjustment after April 1, 1991 in the 1991-92 fiscal year. This
amount is not to be included on the First and Second Principal
Apportionment for 1990-91, respectively, to preclude double
funding.

**************



Overview of 1990-91 Funding
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GRANT_AWARDS

The total ENTITLEMENT for the Federal Preschool Grant Program as
discussed is available from three funding sources:

1. P.L. 94-142 Local Assistance Grant -- This
grant contains a portion for this preschool
program. The amount is based on your SELPA
count of 3 and 4 NOT-RIS on December 1, 1989
multiplied times the per pupil amount for the
94-142 Local Assistance Grant calculated on
the NET-ENT page of the 1990-91 First Principal
Apportionment (J-50 Forms), and

2. p_aki_12-41E_Ditorunitudinq
-- This grant will equal the difference between
the total UNIT FUNDING AMOUNT as explained
previously and the portion of the P.L. 94-142
Local Assistance Grant designated for this
preschool program as discussed in item "1".

3. PLIA._12=A52 Preschool Grant for RS/PS -- This
grant will equal the amount calculated per
sectinn 2 of the ENTITLEMENT.

EXAMPLE:

UNIT FUNDING $56,000
RS/PS FUNDING 4 000
TOTAL ENTITLEMENT $60,000

P.L. 94-142 Grant for Local Assistance $ 7,500
for 3-4 Not RIS

P.L. 99-457 Grant For UNIT FUNDING 48,500
($56,000 -715n0)

P.L. 99-457 Grant for RS/PS FUNDING _ 4,000
$60,000

IMPORTANT NOTE: Regardless of when Lhe P.L. 99-457 Grant Awards
are made available to LEAs, the funds may be used to cover
authorized expenditures incurred from July 1, 1990 to June 30,
1991.

If you have questions, please contact Markie Harvey-Thomas at (916)
323-4762, SpecialNet User Name: CA.PRID.MH.

D-3
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Exhibit D-1

FUNDING MECHANISM FOR THREE TO FIVE YEAR OLDS

STATE
FUNDING

3 YEAR RIS 3 YEAR NOT
R1S

PL99-457 PL94-142
Fedoral Basic tor
Grant 34 Not Ris

4 YEAR RIS 4 YEAR NOT
RIS

6 PRESCHOOL

01111111111.

5 KINDERGARTEN

RIS - requires intensivo services

NOT 9IS - does not require intensive service
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SPECIAL EDUCATION
FEDERAL PRESCHOOL GRANT PROGRAM

CCO 9

1. HOW IS THE CALCULATION OF SUPPLEMENTARY SERVICES FUNDS CHANGED
FROM 1989-90 TO 1990-91?

1989-90 was the last year for EXPANSION FUNDING;
therefore, it was also the last year for the $5,000 per
unit Supplementary Services Funds.

2. WHAT ARE THE MINIMUM REQUIREMENTS FOR EXPENDITURES?

o 1.0 FTE certificated staff per unit of funding.
Classified staff may be hired on the same ratio,
certificated to classified, as permitted via th J-50.

o Special education and related services for children
between ages of 3 and 5 years 11 months.

3. WHAT COSTS ARE ALLOWABLE?

Allowable cost includes:

o Salaries and benefits

o Assessment Services

o Advisory Committees

o Administrative costs necessary
to carry out the grant
accounting/budgeting/audits
communication costs
data processing
recruitment costs - i.e., advertising

o Leasing or renting of facilities

o Maintenance or repair of equipment or facility
"that does not add to the permanent value of the
property or prolong its intended life"

o Building alterations that do not exceed $10,000*

o Travel "on official business"

*NOTE: When the capital assets, including building alterations,
purchased with federal funds are sold or are no longer
used by the preschool special education program, the
portion of the equity accrued must be refunded in the
same proportion as the federal contribution in its
initial cost.

D-5
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Authorized Expenditures/Accountability
- 1990-91
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o Transportation

o Materials and other supplies for instructional
services in the classroom, home or other
appropriate instructional setting which are
"necessary to carry out the grant"

o Capital outlay that costs no more than $10,000
per purchase (See Number 9 for the definition
of capital outlay)

o Indirect cost rate not to exceed Al (E.C. 56732)

o Printing and reproductions

o Meetings/conferences including exhibits to
disseminate grant information

o Inservice training/staff development

4. CAN THESE COSTS BE INCURRED VIA CONTRACT(S) FOR PURCHASE
OF PROGRAMS OR SERVICES?

Yes,

5. WHAT COSTS ARE ni ALLOWABLE?

Rental/lease to purchase

6. CAN THE LEA PROVIDE MATCHING FUNDS TO ALLOW A PURCHASE OVER
$10,000?

Yes, however other federal funds may not be used as the match.
When the capital assets, including building alterations,
purchased with federal funds are sold or are no longer used
by the preschool special education program, the portion of the
equity accrued must be refunded in the same proportion as the
federal contribution toward its initial cost. Example: If
the federal funds paid for 50% of the initial cost of an item
then 50% of the equity must be refunded.

7 ON THE J-200/400 "ANNUAL FINANCIAL AND BUDGET REPORT" HOW DOES
THE LEA ACCOUNT FOR THE FEDERAL FUNDING RECEIVED FOR THIS
PROGRAM?

Account for the P.L. 94-142 funding which contributed to
preschool funding (those funds not used as a deduct on the

D-6
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Authorized Expenditures/Accountability
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J- 50) and the P.L. 99-457 grant under account 8182
"Discretionary Grant". Account under 8181, "Entitlement per
UDPC" only for the portion of the P.L. 94-142 Local
Assistance Grant which is a deduct on the J-50 Line 15, EDP
373.

8. ON THE 3-380/580 "ANNUAL PROGRAM COST DATA REPORT" HOW DOES
THE LEA ACCOUNT FOR THE PRESCHOOL PROGRAM EXPENDITURES?

Account for the preschool program expenditures under EDP 343
"94-142 Discretionary Grants" included within the Special
Projects Section of the 3-380/580. This includes the portion
of the P.L. 94-142 grant which contributed to preschool
funding (those funds ngt used as a deduct on the 3-50) and the
P.L. 99-457 grant.

9. WHAT ARE THE DEFINITIONS OF CAPITAL EXPENDITURES. LEGALLY
OBLIGATED (AS USED IN GRANT AWARD) AND CAPITAL OUTLAY?

ganitAimpr_s_iditargE, The cost of facilities, equipment, other
capital assets, and repairs which materially increase the
value or useful life of capital assets. (74-Appendix C-Part
2C3 of the Education Department General Administrative
Regulation (EDGAR), Federal)

Legally Obligated. The following table shows when a grantee
makes nbligations for various kinds of property and services:
(76.707 of the Education Department General Administrative
Regulation (EDGAR), Federal)

If the obligation is for

(a) Acquisition of real or per-
sonal property.

(b) Personal services by an
employee of the grantee.

(c) Personal services by a
contractor who is not an
employee of the grantee.

(d) Performance of work
other than personal serv-
ices.

D-7
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The obligation is made

On the date on which the
grantee makes a binding
written commitment to
acquire the property.

When the services are per-
formed.

On the date on which the
grantee makes a binding
written commitment to
obtain the services.

On the date on which the
grantee makes a binding
written commitment to
obtain the work.



Authorized Expenditures/Accountability
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(e) Public utility services

(f) Travel
(g) Rental of real or personal

property.

When the grantee receives
the services.

When the travel is taken.
When the grantee uses the

property.

Capital Outlay expenditures are those that result in the
acquisition of capital assets or additions to capital assets.
They are expenditures for sites: improvement of sites;
buildings; improvement of buildings; building fixtures;
service systems; and purchase of initial or additional
equipment. (School Accounting Manual, State)

10. BY WHAT DATE MUST FEDERAL FUNDS BE "LEGALLY OBLL,3ATED" AND
"EXPENDED"?

All Federal funds issued for the support of all grants through
the Special Education Division must be "legally obligated" by
June 30, 1991. These obligations must be expended before they
can be reported as an expenditure on Line B, "Total
Expenditures", on the Form 794-017 Expenditure Report.
Typically this would be September 1, 1991, when the
Expenditure Report is due. The amount of the funds which are
"legally obligated" but not expended by June 30, 1991, will
be ccnsidered deferred income for the 1990-91 fiscal year. The
LEA accounts for the expenditures which take place between
July 1, 1991 and September 1, 1991 in the 1991-92 fiscal year.

The date that the goods or services are received determines
in which fiscal year an obligation is recognized as an
expenditure. If goods or services are received before the end
of the 1990-91 fiscal year, the purchase order or contract is
accrued to the 1990-91 fiscal year even though the invoice may
be paid after June 30, 1991. However, if the purchase order
or contract is completed prior to June 30, 1991, but the goods
or services are received after that date, income to cover
these obligations is deferred to the 1991-92 fiscal year, and
the expenditure is recorded in the 1991-92 fiscal year. A
separate legal audit trail must be established in the 1991-
92 fiscal year which will close in September and will not be
part of the 1991-92 budget.

If you have questions concerning how the LEA accounts for
these "obligations and expenditures" from a business
perspective please call Laura Bruno of the Fiscal Oversight
and Management Assistance Division (FOMAD) of the Department
of Education, 916/322-1770.
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INDEX

This index gives only the page on which each term is introduced
and described.

TOPIC

Designated Instruction and Services (DIS), 1V-6
Distribution of IPS Units, 1V-24
Freeze, IV-16
Growth, IV-18, Appendix C
Infants, IV-23
Instructional Personnel Service Unit (IPS Unit or IPSU), IV-5
Local General Fund Contribution (LGFC), IV-11
Master Plan, 11-2
P.L. 94-142, VII-4
Preschool, Appendix D
Recapture, IV-21, Appendix C
Regionalized Services, 111-3
SB 769, 11-2
SB 1345, 11-7
SB 1379, 11-9
SB 1870, 11-3
SELPA, III-1
SELPA Administrative Unit, 111-2
Support Service Ratio, IV-9
Unit Rates, IV-4
Unit Rates (Aide/Classified Conversion), IV-7
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